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INTRODUCTION 


During  fiscal  year  1976-77,  Federal,  State,  and  local  govern- 
ments spent  approximately  $10.9  billion  on  selected  environ- 
mental quality  control  activities,  an  increase  of  7.6  percent  over 
the  prior  fiscal  year.  As  shown  in  table  A,  water  quality  control 
accounted  for  $7.5  billion,  land  quality  control  $2.6  billion, 
air  quality  control  $410.9  million,  and  other  environmental 
quality  control  $401.4  million.1 


enforcement,  research  and  development,  and  technical  and 
financial  assistance.  Of  the  total  Federal  expenditure  of  $5.0 
billion,  78  percent  represented  payments  to  other  governments. 
State  expenditures  amounted  to  $1.2  billion  of  which  41 
percent  went  to  local  governments  as  fiscal  aid.  In  addition  to 
the  generally  downward  flow  of  financial  assistance  from  one 
level  of  government  to  another,  lateral  transfers  of  funds  also 


Table  A.  Governmental  Expenditure  for  Selected  Environmental  Quality  Control  Activities:  Fiscal  Year  1976-77 

(Dollar  amounts  in  thousands) 


Item 

All  selected 

environmental 

quality  control 

activities 

Water 
quality 
control 

Land 
quality 
control 

Air 
quality 
control 

Other 

environmental 

quality 

control 

Percent  increase 

or  decrease  (-) 

from 

1975-76' 

Total2 

10,926,449 

5,029,467 
1,240,053 
9,079,886 
2,389,772 
3,532,986 

748,099 

651,573 

488,718 

1,516,324 

7,514,953 

4,318,196 
862,032 
6,666,938 
1,472,346 
2,496,222 

615,265 

470,008 

339,981 

1,500,199 

2,599,170 

124,988 
133,914 

2,360,771 
881,179 

1,036,764 

110,701 

181,565 

148,737 

16,125 

410,925 

256,151 

189,364 

32,135 

18,076 

(NA) 

20,262 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

401,401 

330,132 
54,743 
20,042 
18,171 

(NA) 

1,871 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

7.6 

Federal 

35.7 

State  

46  largest  cities 

-0.8 
5.6 

\                    41.9 

Other  cities3 

S"?  largest  counties 

Other  counties3 

Townships3 

Special  districts3  . 

20.2 

NA  Not  available. 

1  Represents  percent  increase  or  decrease  in  expenditure  for  all  selected  environmental  quality  control  activities. 

2  Intergovernmental  expenditures  have  been  eliminated  from  the  totals. 

3  Data  for  water  quality  control  represent  only  sewerage  and  for  land  quality  control  "sanitation  other  than  sewerage"  activities. 

"Due  to  change  in  composition  of  units  displayed  as  the  largest  cities  and  largest  counties,  percentage  differences  are  shown  only  for  city  and  county 
totals. 


The  statistics  in  this  report  represent  the  cost  to  govern- 
ments—Federal, State,  and  local— to  control,  prevent,  and  abate 
pollution.  In  general,  the  data  reflect  the  traditional  roles  of  the 
three  levels  of  government  in  environmental  quality  control. 
For  local  governments,  expenditures  relate  primarily  to  direct 
services—sewage  collection  and  treatment,  rubbish  and  garbage 
collection  and  disposal,  and  public  road  and  street  cleaning. 
Sewerage  construction  alone  accounted  for  43  percent  of  local 
government  environmental  quality  control  expend:ture.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Federal  and  State  governments  are  primarily 
involved    in    environmental    quality    planning,    regulation    and 

1  Detailed  data  for  the  environmental  quality  control  categories 
described  on  page  8  pertain  only  to  the  Federal  and  State  governments, 
the  46  cities  with  at  least  300,000  population  and  62  counties  with  at 
least  500,000  population  in  1975.  In  prior  year  reports,  selection  of  the 
largest  cities  and  largest  counties  was  based  on  1970  population  data 
resulting  in  a  slightly  different  group  of  units  displayed.  Data  for  other 
local  governments  represent  only  sewerage  (sanitary  and  storm  sewors 
and  sewage  treatment)  and  "sanitation  other  than  sewerage"  (refuse 
collection  and  disposal  and  street  cleaning). 


occur  between  the  various  types  of  local  governments.  These 
transfers  are  typically  made  as  reimbursements  for  the  per- 
formance of  particular  services.  For  the  46  large  cities  and  62 
large  counties  shown  individually  in  this  report,  transfers  to 
other  local  governments  amounted  to  3.3  percent  and  3.9  per- 
cent of  their  respective  environmental  quality  control  expendi- 
tures during  fiscal  1976-77. 

In  interpreting  the  expenditure  data  presented  in  this  report, 
the  reader  must  keep  in  mind  the  effect  these  intergovernmental 
transfers  have  on  various  totals.  For  example,  Federal  Govern- 
ment total  expenditure  necessarily  includes  the  amounts  trans- 
ferred to  State  and  local  governments.  However,  in  developing 
a  single  expenditure  total  for  all  governments  these  transfers 
must  be  netted  out  to  avoid  duplicative  counting  of  the  same 
dollars  by  those  governments,  State  or  local,  which  finally  re- 
ceive and  directly  spend  the  money.  In  effect  then,  when 
aggregating  different  levels  of  government,  only  direct  expendi- 
tures are  summed  since  they  reflect  the  final  level  of  spending 
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from    intergovernmental    receipts.   The   amounts    involved    are 
shown  (in  thousands  of  dollars)  in  the  table  below. 


Item 

Total 
expenditure 

Direct  • 
expenditure 

Intergov- 
ernmental 
expenditure 

Thousands  of  dollars 

Total 

Federal 

State  

Local,  total 

'10,926,449 

5,029,467 
1,240,053 
'9,079,886 
2,389,772 
3,532,986 

748,099 

651,573 

488,718 

1,516,324 

10^26,449 

1,114,281 
732,282 
9,079,886 
2,311,079 
3,474,325 

719,014 

644,549 

476,585 

1,454,334 

(') 

3,915,186 
507,771 

(') 

46  largest  cities 

Other  cities 

62  largest  counties .... 

Other  counties 

Townships 

Special  districts 

78,693 
58,661 

29,085 

7,024 

12,133 

61,990 

1  Net  of  duplicative  intergovernmental  transfers. 

Readers  should  also  be  aware  when  making  comparisons 
between  governments  that  responsibilities  for  environmental 
quality  control  services  vary  not  only  from  State  to  State  but 
also  from  government  to  government  within  the  same  State. 
For  example,  data  for  one  city  may  indicate  a  relatively  small 
expenditure  for  water  quality  control  because  that  activity  is  a 
function  of  a  county  or  special  district  government,  or  even  a 
State  agency.  In  some  cases,  State  governments  have  been 
delegated  the  authority  for  implementing  the  administrative 
requirements  of  Federal  pollution  laws,  such  as  the  operation 
of  the  National  Pollution  Discharge  Elimination  System 
(NPDES),  which  in  another  State  remains  the  responsibility 
of  the  Federal  Government. 

Overview  of  Data  Presentation 

Table  1  in  this  report  shows  Federal  environmental  quality 
control  expenditure  for  fiscal  years  1976  and  1977  and,  be- 
cause of  the  change  in  the  Federal  fiscal  year,  includes  a  presen- 
tation of  expenditure  made  during  the  transition  quarter 
(July  1,  1976  to  September  30,  1976).  State  government  en- 
vironmental expenditures  are  presented  in  tables  2,  3,  and  4 
while  tables  5  to  10  contain  data  for  the  46  largest  cities  and 
62  largest  counties.  Estimates  of  local  government  direct  ex- 
penditure for  sewerage  and  "sanitation  other  than  sewerage" 
are  summarized  by  State  and  type  of  government  in  table  11 
and  by  county  area  in  74  large  SMSA's  in  table  12.  The  ap- 
pendices provide  further  information,  including  U.S.  Environ- 
mental Protection  Agency  grants,  by  State,  for  constructing 
sewage  treatment  facilities  (appendix  B);  a  summary  of  local 
government  sewage  and  other  sanitation  employment  (appendix 
C);  and  a  summary  table  from  the  Census  Bureau  report,  Manu- 
facturers' Pollution  Abatement  Capital  Expenditures  and 
Operating  Costs  (Advance  Report)  1977  (appendix  D).2 


J  Other  Census  Bureau  reports  providing  statistics  related  to  sewerage 
and  "sanitation  other  than  sewerage"  activities  include  Public  Employ- 
ment in  1977,  City  Employment  in  1977,  Local  Government  Employ- 
ment in  Selected  Metropolitan  Areas  and  Large  Counties:  1976,  Govern- 
mental Finances  in  1976-77,  City  Government  Finances  in  1976-77, 
Local  Government  Finances  in  Selected  Metropolitan  Areas  and  Large 
Counties:  1975-76,  and  County  Government  Finances  in  1976-77. 


FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  (Table  1) 

The  Federal  Government  expended  approximately  $5.0 
billion  for  selected  environmental  quality  control  activities  in 
fiscal  year  1977.  Of  this  total,  water  quality  control  expendi- 
ture accounted  for  $4.3  billion,  land  quality  control  $125 
million,  air  quality  control  $256  million,  and  other  environ- 
mental quality  control  $330  million.  Federal  expenditures 
have  climbed  steadily  over  the  last  several  years  mostly  as  a 
result  of  expansion  in  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency's 
sewerage  construction  grant  program. 

Data  for  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  are 
shown  separately  in  table  1  because  of  its  role  as  the  major 
Federal  agency  involved  in  pollution  control.  EPA's  responsi- 
bilities include  promulgating  and  enforcing  standards,  re"-,  la- 
tions,  and  guidelines;  providing  technical  and  financial  assis 
to  State  and  local  governments;  developing  environ  ental 
plans;  conducting  research  and  development;  monito:  tig  and 
surveillance  of  pollution  conditions;  and  disseminating  infoi- 
mation.  EPA's  activities,  which  are  frequently  cooperative 
efforts  with  State  and  local  governments,  are  directed  toward 
air  and  water  pollution  control,  water  supply  protection,  solid 
waste  management,  toxic  substances  control,  noise  abatement, 
and  pesticides  regulation.  A  significant  portion  of  its  activities 
are  carried  out  through  grants,  contracts,  and  agreements  with 
State  and  local  governments,  universities,  private  industrial  and 
commercial  firms,  nonprofit  organizations,  and  other  Federal 
agencies.  In  fiscal  1977,  EPA  grants  for  wastewater  treatment 
facilities  totaled  $3.5  billion,  accounting  for  81  percent  of 
EPA's  outlays  and  70  percent  of  total  Federal  expenditure 
for  selected  environmental  activities. 

Other  Federal  agencies  involved  in  providing  financial  assist- 
ance to  local  government  sewerage  construction  projects  include 
the  Farmers  Home  Administration  in  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
the  Economic  Development  Administration  in  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  and  the  Appalachian  Regional  Commission. 
Their  grants  totaled  $177.4  million  in  fiscal  1977. 

The  pollution  abatement  activities  of  other  Federal  agencies 
generally  reflect  their  primary  functions.  For  example,  the 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  regulates  the  discharge  of  dredge  and 
fill  materials  into  navigable  waters;  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  is 
responsible  for  preventing  and  cleaning-up  oil  spills;  and  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  through  its  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration,  conducts  a  wide  range  of  en- 
vironmental monitoring  activities.  Many  Federal  agencies 
conduct  research  into  the  sources,  effects,  and  prevention  of 
pollution,  including  development  of  abatement  processes  and 
technology.  The  Department  of  Energy,  for  instance,  is  ex- 
amining the  environmental  effects  of  present  and  future  energy 
development;  the  Agricultural  Research  Service  in  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  are  developing  methods  to  abate  pollution 
from  agricultural  and  metallurgical  processes  and  wastes;  and 
both  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration  and 
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the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (Department  of  Trans- 
portation) seek  ways  to  reduce  aircraft  noise  and  pollutant 
emissions. 

STATE  GOVERNMENTS  (Tables  2-4) 

The  expenditures  of  the  50  State  governments  for  environ- 
mental quality  control  totaled  better  than  a  billion  dollars  in 
fiscal  1977.  Their  expenditure  of  $1.2  billion  marked  a  slight 
decrease  from  fiscal  1976.  Although  expenditures  for  current 
operations  agd  capital  outlay  were  up,  intergovernmental 
transfers  decreased  significantly  from  a  high  of  $644 million  in 
fiscal  1976  to  $508  million  in  fiscal  1977.  This  drop  was  pri- 
marily the  result  of  certain  States  distributing  less  bond  fund 
monies  for  local  government  sewer  construction.  Over  half 
(53  percent)  of  State  expenditure  was  accounted  for  by  five 
States— Ohio,  New  York,  California,  Illinois,  and  Pennsylvania. 
A  breakdown  by  character  and  object  of  State  government 
expenditure  for  water,  land,  and  air  quality  control  during  the 
last  three  fiscal  years  (1975,  1976,  and  1977)  is  presented  in 
table  B.  The  State  of  Ohio,  because  of  the  direct  involvement 
of  two  State  agencies— the  Ohio  Water  Development  Authority 


and  Ohio  Air  Quality  Development  Authority— in  constructing 
environmental  facilities,  accounted  for  more  than  two-thirds 
of  the  total  State  government  capital  expenditure.  These  and 
other  unique  types  of  State  agencies  are  described  further  on 
page  4. 

Seventy  percent  of  State  government  environmental  ex- 
penditure in  1977  was  directed  toward  water  quality  control 
activities.  As  shown  in  figure  1,  payments  to  local  governments, 
mostly  grants  for  the  construction  of  wastewater  treatment 
facilities,  comprised  over  one-half  of  State  water  quality  spend- 
ing. In  some  cases,  States  have  utilized  other  funding  methods 
to  assist  local  governments.  For  instance,  eight  States  extended 
a  total  of  $61  million  in  loans  to  local  governments  in  fiscal 
1977  while  the  State  government  of  Oregon,  in  addition  to 
awarding  grants  and  issuing  loans,  operates  a  program  to 
purchase  bonds  issued  by  local  governments  to  finance  their 
sewerage  construction  projects.  These  financing  programs 
(loans  and  purchase  of  securities)  are  not  regarded  as  "ex- 
penditures" under  the  Census  Bureau's  classification  scheme 
and  are  therefore  not  reflected  in  the  expenditure  figures 
presented  for  these  States. 


Table  B.  State  Government  Expenditure  for  Water,  Land,  and  Air  Quality  Control  Activities:  Fiscal  Years  1975  to  1977 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Water  quality  control 

Land  quality  control 

Air  quality  control 

Item 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1975 

1976 

1977 

Total 

Current  Operation 

Capital  Outlay 

751 ,270 

158,349 
157,386 
435,535 

938,690 

172,875 
153,101 
612,714 

862,032 

210,706 
170,460 
480,866 

104,740 

70,288 
18,764 
15,688 

107,668 

78,686 

8,034 

20,948 

133,914 

86,734 
33,608 
13,572 

95,437 

72,764 

13,585 

9,088 

157,066 

82,758 

64,759 

9,549 

189,364 

93,158 
85  374 

Intergovernmental 

10,832 

Figure  1. 

State  Government  Environmental 

Quality  Control  Expenditure: 

Fiscal  Year  1977 
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The  removal  of  litter  from  highways  accounted  for  over  51 
percent  of  State  government  direct  expenditure  for  land  quality 
control  in  fiscal  year  1977.  During  this  same  period,  State 
financial  assistance  to  local  governments  for  land  quality  control 
activities  decreased  by  about  one-third,  primarily  as  a  result  of 
a  sharp  reduction  in  intergovernmental  transfers  by  the  State 
of  Washington.  The  $13.6  million  recorded  as  intergovernmental 
expenditure  supported  such  activities  as  the  disposal  and  re- 
cycling of  abandoned  vehicles;  control  of  litter  (in  addition  to 
grants  made  for  highway  litter  removal);  and  planning,  design, 
and  construction  of  solid  waste  facilities.  State  air  quality 
control  expenditures  increased  20.6  percent  to  $189.4  million 
in  1977.  Much  of  this  increase  was  due  to  the  Ohio  Air  Quality 
Development  Authority's  continuing  involvement  in  construct- 
ing air  pollution  control  facilities.  State  payments  to  local  gov- 
ernments for  air  quality  activities  amounted  to  $10.8  million, 
most  of  which  was  accounted  for  by  three  States— California, 
Ohio,  and  Washington.  In  addition  to  expenditure  for  air 
quality  control,  table  4  shows  State  government  expenditure 
for  other  environmental  quality  control  activities,  a  category 
which  includes  multifunctional  activities  such  as  environmental 
planning,  analysis,  and  administration;  environmental  labora- 
tories; regional  offices  of  State  pollution  agencies;  and  specific 
pollution  abatement  activities  such  as  noise  control. 

In  general,  the  State  government  expenditures  in  tables  2,  3, 
and  4  cover  such  activities  as  developing  comprehensive  environ- 
mental management  plans;  issuing  permits  (including  those  for 
constructing  and  improving  sewage  and  solid  waste  disposal 
facilities);  promulgating  and  enforcing  standards  and  regula- 
tions; providing  financial  and  technical  assistance  to  local 
government  pollution  programs;  monitoring  pollution  con- 
ditions; inspecting  and  investigating  pollution  sources  and 
abatement  facilities;  training  and  certifying  operators  of  en- 
vironmental systems;  and  administering  Federal  and  State 
wastewater  treatment  construction  grant  programs.  However, 
some  State  agencies  do  provide  services  generally  considered 
to  be  local  government  responsibilities.  For  example,  the 
Metropolitan  District  Commission  in  Massachusetts  and  the 
Blackstone  Valley  Sewer  District  in   Rhode  Island  spent  $17.4 


million  and  $1.4  million,  respectively,  in  fiscal  year  1977  for 
constructing,  maintaining,  and  operating  sewage  collection  and 
treatment  facilities.  The  New  York  State  Environmental  Facili- 
ties Corporation,  the  Maryland  Environmental  Service,  and  the 
Ohio  Water  Development  Authority  are  actively  involved  in  the 
planning,  financing,  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  sewage  collection  and  treatment  facilities  and  solid  waste 
recovery  and  disposal  systems.  In  many  cases  these  services  are 
performed  with  the  assistance  or  support  of  local  governments 
and  other  State  agencies.  A  recent  development  has  been  the 
establishment  of  special  State  agencies,  or  authorities,  such  as 
the  Connecticut  Resource  Recovery  Authority,  the  Delaware 
Solid  Waste  Authority,  and  the  Wisconsin  Solid  Waste  Recycling 
Authority,  that  are  directly  involved  in  promoting  and  develop- 
ing environmentally  sound  solid  waste  disposal  facilities,  pri- 
marily through  application  of  recycling  and  resource  recovery 
processes. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS  (Tables  5-12) 

Local  government  expenditure  for  water  quality  control 
increased  7.8  percent  to  $6.7  billion  in  fiscal  1976-77;  land 
quality  control  expenditure  of  these  same  governments  was  over 
$2.3  billion.  The  46  largest  cities  and  62  largest  counties  coun- 
ties featured  in  this  report  also  spent  $32.1  million  for  air 
quality  control  and  $20.0  million  for  other  environmental 
quality  control  activities.  Local  government  water,  land,  and 
air  quality  control  expenditures  for  fiscal  years  1974-75  to 
1976-77    are    presented,    by   type  of  government,   in   table  C. 

The  reader  should  keep  in  mind  that  the  data  presented  in 
this  report  for  the  large  cities  and  counties  (tables  5-10)  are  the 
product  of  a  detailed  compilation  covering  those  regulatory, 
operational,  administrative,  and  other  activities  described  for 
each  environmental  function  on  page  8.  The  composition  of 
those  units  in  the  large  city  and  county  categories  changed 
slightly  in  fiscal  1977.  Such  units  comprise  those  cities  with  at 
least  300,000  population  and  those  counties  with  at  least 
500,000  population.   In  the  past,   1970  populations  were  used 


Table  C.  Local  Government  Expenditure  for  Water,  Land,  and  Air  Quality  Control  Activities:  Fiscal  Years  1974-75  to  1976-77 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Item 


Water  quality  control 


1974-75 


1975-76 


1976-77 


Land  quality  control 


1974-75 


1975-76 


1976-77 


Air  quality  control 


1974-75     1975-76     1976-77 


Total1 


46  largest  cities3 
Other  cities2  .  . 


62  largest  counties 
Other  counties2  .   . 


Townships      .   . 
Special  districts2 


5,476,923 

1,396,012 
2,123,986 

439,526 
379,953 

263,009 
1,011,858 


6,185,088 

1,506,002 
2,341,206 

548,036 
436,969 

338,662 
1,242,751 


6,666,938 

1,472,346 
2,496,222 

615,265 
470,008 

339,981 
1,500,199 


2,138,129 

798,510 
978,189 

77,912 
143,436 

1  34,638 
18,263 


2,350,622 

856,267 
1 ,069,353 

97,336 
169,519 

153,564 
18,707 


2,360,771 

881,179 
1,036,764 

110,701 
181,565 

148,737 
16,125 


40,753 

18,832 
(NA) 

22,265 
(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 


39,189 

17,425 

(NA) 

22,517 
(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 


32,135 

18,076 

(NA) 

20,262 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 


NA  Not  available. 

1  Intergovernmental  expenditures  have  been  eliminated  from  the  totals. 

2  Data  for  water  quality  control  represent  only  sewerage  and  for  land  quality  control  "sanitation  other  than  sewerage"  activities. 

3  For  1974-75  and  1975-76,  data  presented  for  the  largest  cities  and  counties  are  for  the  48  largest  cities  and  the  58  largest  counties;  thus,  interyear 
comparisons  should  only  be  made  for  all  cities  and  all  counties. 
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to  define  these  units;  in  the  current  report,  1975  population 
estimates  have  been  utilized.  As  a  result,  three  cities  were 
deleted  from  and  four  counties  and  one  city  were  added  to  the 
large  unit  categories.  Data  for  all  other  local  governments  are 
limited  to  only  sewerage  (sanitary  and  storm  sewers  and  sewage 
treatment)  and  "sanitation  other  than  sewerage"  (refuse  col- 
lection and  disposal,  and  street  cleaning)  services.  These  activi- 
ties, however,  undoubtedly  account  for  the  major  portion  of 
water  and  land  quality  control  expenditure  of  local  govern- 
ments. Indicative  of  their  significance  is  that  during  fiscal  year 
1976-77,  expenditure  for  sewerage  activities  comprised  over 
85  percent  of  the  water  quality  control  expenditure  of  both 
the  46  largest  cities  (89.1  percent)  and  the  62  largest  counties 
(91.9  percent).  Similarly,  expenditure  for  sanitation  other  than 
sewerage  activities  accounted  for  98.7  percent  of  large  city 
spending  and  97.0  percent  of  large  county  spending  for  land 
quality  control. 

Most  of  the  capital  outlay  for  water  quality  control  shown 
in  tables  6,  9,  11,  and  12  represent  local  government  improve- 
ments and  additions  to  sewage  collection  and  treatment  systems. 
In  fiscal  year  1976-77,  61.1  percent  of  local  government  direct 
expenditure  for  sewerage  activities  was  for  construction  (see 
table  11).  Figure  2  shows  that  expenditure  for  sewerage  con- 
struction has  increased  266  percent  during  the  last  10  years. 
Another    major    activity    in    local    government    water   quality 


control  is  purification  of  drinking  water.  As  shown  in  table  D, 
the  46  largest  cities  and  62  largest  counties  (the  only  govern- 
ments for  which  these  data  are  collected)  spent  almost  $162 
million  in  fiscal  year  1976-77  for  water  purification,  one-third 
of  which  was  for  improvements  or  additions  to  treatment 
facilities. 


Table  D.  Selected  Larje  Local  Government  Expenditure  for  Water 
Purification:  Fiscal  Year  11)76-77 


(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Item 


Total 

46  largest  cities  .  . 
62  largest  counties 


Total 


161,981 

128,238 
33,743 


Current 
opera- 
tion 


106,419 

95,587 
10,832 


Capital  Outlay 


Con- 
struc- 
tion 


52,519 

30,057 
22,462 


Other 


3,043 

2,594 
449 


Local  government  expenditure  for  land  quality  control,  also 
shown  in  tables  6,  9,  11,  and  12,  represents  primarily  the  col- 
lection and  disposal  of  refuse  and  street  cleaning.  In  contrast  to 
water  quality  control,  most  expenditures  for  this  activity  are 
for  operational  costs  rather  than  capital  outlay.  This  point  is 
emphasized   in   table   11,  which  shows  that  current  operations 


Millions  of  dollars 
7,000 


Figure  2. 
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accounted  for  90  percent  of  total  local  government  direct 
expenditure  for  sanitation  other  than  sewerage  in  fiscal  year 
1976-77.  Data  for  the  large  local  governments  also  include  any 
environmental  health  programs  that  provide  solid  waste  manage- 
ment services  such  as  inspection  and  regulation  of  landfills, 
licensing  of  garbage  trucks,  prevention  of  littering  and  illegal 
dumping,  solid  waste  management  planning,  investigation  of 
complaints,   and   enforcement   of  local  solid  waste  ordinances. 


Air  and  other  environmental  quality  control  expenditures  of 
the  46  large  cities  and  62  large  counties  are  shown  in  tables  7 
and  10.  Although  16  cities  and  21  counties  listed  in  these  tables 
did  not  report  any  data  for  air  pollution  control,  the  residents 
of  these  units  may  receive  air  quality  services  from  other  gov- 
ernments. For  example,  in  the  Atlanta  and  Buffalo  metropolitan 
areas,  the  Fulton  and  Erie  County  governments  have  the  re- 
sponsibility for  providing  air  quality  control  services  while  a 
special  district  government,  the  Bay  Area  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  serves  the  residents  of  five  large  local  governments 
shown  individually  in  tables  7  and  10  (Alameda,  Contra  Costa, 
San    Mateo,    and    Santa    Clara   counties    and    San    Francisco). 


Local  government  expenditure  data  for  sewerage  and  other 
sanitation  activities  are  summarized  by  State  and  type  of  gov- 
ernment in  table  11.  This  table  reveals  that  during  fiscal  year 
1976-77,  cities  expended  57  percent  of  total  local  direct  ex- 
penditure for  sewerage  activities,  followed  by  special  district 
governments  which  accounted  for  almost  22  percent  of  the 
total.  Cities  were  responsible  for  an  even  larger  proportion  of 
local  government  expenditures  for  sanitation  other  than  sewer- 
age, accounting  for  80.8  percent  of  the  total. 


In  table  12,  data  for  sewerage  and  other  sanitation  activities 
are  presented  for  county  areas  in  74  major  SMSA's.3  Local 
governments  in  these  74  areas  accounted  for  over  65  percent 
of  all  local  government  direct  expenditure  for  sewerage  and 
other  sanitation  activities  in  fiscal  1976-77.  In  table  12  data  for 
local  governments  which  serve  the  residents  of  more  than  one 
county  have  been  prorated  to  the  county  areas  involved  (see 
appendix  A).  For  example,  while  most  expenditure  of  Atlanta 
city,  Ga.,  was  allocated  to  the  Fulton  County  area,  a  portion 
was  also  allocated  to  the  DeKalb  County  area.  Similarly,  data 
for  the  Metropolitan  Sewer  Board  in  Minnesota  were  prorated 
among  the  Ramsey,  Hennepin,  Anoka,  Dakota,  and  Scott 
County  areas. 


' Standard  metropolitan  statistical  areas  (SMSA's)  consist  of  single 
county  areas  or  groups  of  contiguous  counties,  except  in  New  England 
where  such  areas  consist  of  groups  of  contiguous  cities  and  towns. 
However,  for  this  report,  statistics  were  developed  for  certain  groups  of 
entire  counties  that  make  up  Connecticut  State  Economic  Areas  A,  B, 
and  C;  Massachusetts  State  Economic  Areas,  A,  B,  and  C;  and  Rhode 
Island  State  Economic  Area  A.  Each  area  included  one  central  city  of 
50,000  inhabitants  or  more,  or  a  central  city  of  at  least  25,000  with 
urbanized  areas  (either  incorporated  or  unincorporated)  that  together 
contain  a  minimum  of  50,000  inhabitants. 


SURVEY  METHODOLOGY,  SOURCES  AND 
LIMITATIONS  OF  DATA 

Survey  Coverage  and  Data  Collection  Procedures 

Large  Governments  (Tables  1-10):  Data  for  the  Federal 
Government,  the  State  governments,  and  the  large  counties 
and  cities  shown  individually  in  this  report  were  compiled  from 
various  financial  documents  available  at  Census  headquarters. 
The  collection  of  expenditure  data  was  supplemented  by  a 
mail  canvass  of  selected  agencies  to  obtain  detail  not  available 
from  in-house  sources.  All  mail  receipts  were  subjected  to  in- 
tensive review  and,  if  necessary,  followup  procedures.  Using 
these  data  collection  methods  for  the  large  governmental  units, 
it  was  possible  to  aggregate  statistics  according  to  the  detailed 
categories  defined  on  page  8. 

Data  for  the  Federal  Government  was  primarily  compiled 
from  source  documents  used  by  the  U.S.  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  for  its  special  analysis  of  Federal  environmental 
programs.  Any  comparison  between  Census  and  0MB  figures 
must  take  into  consideration  that  OMB's  special  analysis  relates 
only  to  Federal  expenditures  while  this  report  primarily  con- 
centrates on  the  activities  of  State  and  local  governments. 
Moreover,  each  study  operates  under  different  definitions  and 
concepts.  For  example,  OMB  recognizes  three  major  environ- 
mental categories— pollution  control  and  abatement;  under- 
standing, describing,  and  predicting  the  environment;  and 
environmental  protection  and  enhancement.  Only  activities  in 
the  first  category  are  covered  in  this  report.  Also,  the  Census 
Bureau's  survey  excludes  activities  of  a  government  to  abate 
pollution  from  its  own  facilities  unless  these  are  recorded  as  part 
of  a  general  activity  classified  as  pollution  abatement  (e.g., 
sewage  collection  and  treatment,  installation  of  air  pollution 
equipment  on  incinerators,  etc.).  The  OMB's  special  analysis  of 
Federal  expenditures,  on  the  other  hand,  reflects  the  costs  of 
the  Federal  Government  to  abate  pollution  from  its  own  facili- 
ties. Such  "remedial"  activities  made  up  almost  one-fourth  of 
the  total  1977  Federal  direct  outlays  found  in  OMB's  "Pollution 
Control  and  Abatement"  category. 


Total  Local  Governments  (Tables  11  and  12):  The  local 
government  aggregates  for  fiscal  year  1976-77  were  collected 
as  part  of  the  Census  Bureau's  annual  survey  of  governmental 
finances  and  reflect  only  sewerage  and  sanitation  other  than 
sewerage  activities. 

The  local  government  estimates  presented  for  each  State  in 
table  11  are  partially  based  on  a  random  sample  of  approxi- 
mately 16,000  local  governments.  Using  1970  population  as  a 
base,  the  sample  included  all  county  governments  having  50,000 
or  more  inhabitants  and  municipalities  having  25,000  or  more 
populations;  and  other  local  governments  whose  relative  im- 
portance in  their  State  based  on  expenditure  or  debt  was  above 
a  specified  amount.  Of  the  remaining  units,  a  random  selection 
was  made  from  a  compilation  of  all  local  governments  within 
selected  large  SMSA's,  other  major  counties,  and  all  other  gov- 
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ernments  in  the  balance  of  the  State,  with  probability  of  se- 
lection based  on  the  ratio  of  each  government's  annual  ex- 
penditure or  indebtedness  to  the  State  total.  Usable  replies 
were  received  from  approximately  85  percent  of  the  govern- 
ments canvassed.  For  nonrespondents,  prior  year  data  were 
used. 

Data  for  the  74  major  SMSA's  are  derived  from  a  sample  of 
all  local  governments  within  each  of  the  SMSA's,  stratified  by 
component  county  areas  and  by  type  of  government  (i.e.,  cities, 
counties,  townships,  and  special  districts)  within  each  county 
area;  and  within  each  type  of  government,  by  the  magnitude 
of  their  annual  expenditure  and  indebtedness  as  reported  in  the 
1972  Census  of  Governments. 


The  Survey  Reference  Period 

Data  for  the  Federal  Government  is  presented  for  the  years 
ending  June  30,  1976  and  September  30,  1977,  and  also  for  the 
transition  quarter  from  July  1,  1976  to  September  30,  1976. 
State  data  shown  in  this  report  cover  the  fiscal  period  July  1, 
1976  to  June  30,  1977,  except  for  four  States  whose  fiscal 
years  end  as  follows:  New  York,  March  31,  1977;  Texas, 
August  31,  1977;  and  Alabama  and  Michigan,  September  30, 
1977.  For  State  agencies  whose  fiscal  year  differs  from  their 
parent  government,  data  are  for  the  agency's  fiscal  period 
that  ended  within  the  State's  regular  fiscal  year. 

For  local  governments  and  their  dependent  agencies  whose 
fiscal  periods  differ  from  the  parent  government,  data  are  for 
the  fiscal  year  that  ended  anytime  between  July  1,  1976  and 
June  30,  1977. 


Limitations 

The  reader  should  be  aware  that  the  primary  objective  of  the 
sample  from  which  the  local  government  data  in  tables  11  and 
12  were  collected  is  to  provide  summary  estimates  of  major 
financial  transactions  of  local  governments  rather  than  detail 
on  their  environmental  activities.  This  particular  sample  is  one 
of  a  large  number  of  samples  of  the  same  size  that  could  have 
been  selected  in  a  random  manner  using  the  same  sample  design. 
Each  of  the  possible  samples  would  yield  somewhat  different 
results.  The  differences  between  the  sample-based  estimates 
of  local  government  expenditures  and  the  results  that  would 
be  obtained  from  a  complete  census  of  local  governments  con- 
ducted using  the  same  procedures  are  termed  sampling  error. 
While  sampling  error  is  not  precisely  measurable,  a  guide  to  the 
potential  size  of  the  error  is  provided  by  the  estimated  relative 
standard  error  of  the  estimates.  (The  standard  error  is  a  measure 
of  the  variation  among  estimates  from  all  possible  samples.  It  is 
therefore  a  measure  of  the  precision  with  which  an  estimate 
from  a  particular  sample  approximates  the  average  result  of  all 
possible  samples.)  Table  E  shows  for  each  State  the  relative 
standard  error  for  fiscal  year  1974-75  estimates  of  local  govern- 
ment current  expenditure  for  sewerage  and  other  sanitation 
activities.  Nationwide  aggregates  of  local  government  finances 
are  based  on  summations  of  State  figures  and  are  generally  more 
reliable,  on  a  relative  standard  error  basis,  than  individual  State- 
area  data.  Similarly,  relative  standard  errors  tend  to  be,  on  the 
average,  higher  for  the  type  of  government  detail  than  for  state- 
wide aggregates.  Considerable  caution  should,  thus,  be  exercised 
when    interpreting   data   at  levels  below  the  State  aggregates. 

The  following  limitations  should  also  be  taken  into  account: 
(1)  Financial  data  are  shown  only  for  the  environmental  cate- 
gories defined  in  this  report.  No  attempt  was  made  to  identify 


Table  E.  Relative  Standard  Errors  for  Local  Government  Fiscal  Year  1974-75  Estimates  of  Sewerage  and  Sanitation  Other  Than  Sewerage  Current 

Operation  Expenditure,  as  a  Percent  of  Estimated  Totals 


4.9  or  Jess 


5.0  to  9.9 


Greater  than  9.9 


SEWERAGE 


Alaska 

Hawaii 

Colorado 

Pennsylvania 

Alabama 

Montana 

Arizona 

Maine 

Indiana 

South  Dakota 

Arkansas 

Nebraska 

California 

Maryland 

Kansas 

Tennessee 

Idaho 

New  Hampshire 

Connecticut 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 
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Illinois 

New  Jersey 

Delaware 

Missouri 
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Iowa 

Oregon 

District  of 

New  Mexico 

North  Carolina 

Washington 

Kentucky 

South  Carolina 

Columbia 

New  York 

North  Dakota 

West  Virginia 

Louisiana 

Utah 

Florida 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Wisconsin 

Michigan 

Virginia 

Georgia 

Rhode  Island 

Mississippi 

Wyoming 

SANITATION  OTHER  THAN  SEWERAGE 
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or  report  data  for  other  environmental  activities  of  govern- 
ments, such  as  the  research  or  instructional  activities  of  State 
and  local  government  universities  and  colleges  or  the  costs 
associated  with  the  preparation  of  environmental  impact  studies. 
Furthermore,  as  mentioned  earlier,  no  effort  was  made  to  cover 
in-house,  or  remedial,  activities  of  governments  to  abate  or 
prevent  pollution  from  their  own  facilities— such  as  the  installa- 
tion of  air  pollution  control  equipment  on  public  electric  power 
generating  facilities  or  the  operation  of  sewage  systems  at  State 
prisons  or  parks— except  where  they  were  an  integral  part  of  a 
general  government  activity  classified  as  pollution  abatement. 
(2)  Occasionally,  it  was  necessary  to  prorate  pollution  abate- 
ment expenditure  for  multifunctional  activities  of  agencies 
whose  records  and  reports  provided  insufficient  detail.  This  was 
especially  true  for  the  administrative  activities  of  major  environ- 
mental agencies  included  in  this  survey.  (3)  All  data  are  also 
subject  to  possible  inaccuracies  in  classification,  response  and 
processing.  Every  effort  was  made  to  keep  such  errors  to  a 
minimum  through  care  in  compiling,  editing,  examining,  and 
tabulating  the  data. 


DEFINITIONSOF  TERMS 


Capital  outlay.  Construction  comprises  production  of  fixed 
works  and  structures  and  additions,  replacements,  and  major 
alterations,  including  planning  and  design,  site  improvement, 
and  provision  of  equipment  and  facilities  that  are  integral  parts 
of  a  structure.  Includes  both  contract  and  force  account  con- 
struction. Other  capital  outlay  comprises  purchases  of  both 
equipment  (apparatus,  furnishings,  motor  vehicles,  office  ma- 
chines, and  the  like,  having  an  expected  life  span  of  more  than 
5  years)  and  land  and  existing  structures  (including  rights-of- 
way  and  title  search).  Rental  and  repair  of  equipment  are 
classified  as  current  operation  expenditure. 

Environmental  functions 

As  stated  earlier,  statistics  in  this  report  for  the  Federal  and 
State  governments,  the  46  largest  cities  and  62  largest  counties 
cover  those  regulatory,  operational,  administrative,  and  other 
activities  described  for  each  environmental  function  below. 
Data  for  all  other  local  governments  include  only  sewerage 
(sanitary  and  storm  sewers  and  sewage  disposal)  and  sanitation 
other  than  sewerage  (street  cleaning  and  collection  and  disposal 
of  garbage  and  other  waste— also  referred  to  as  "other  sani- 
tation"). 


Expenditure  Categories 

Expenditure.  Amounts  of  money  paid  out  by  a  government 
(adjusted  for  recoveries  and  other  correcting  transactions) 
other  than  for  debt  service  (principal  retirement  and  interest 
payments),  investment  in  securities,  extension  of  loans,  or 
payments  in  an  agency  capacity.  Expenditure  refers  only  to 
external  cash  transactions  of  a  government  (including  payment 
of  employee  salaries)  and  excludes  any  internal  transfers  and 
all  payments  "in  kind."  Includes  payments  financed  from 
borrowing,  fund  balances,  intergovernmental  receipts,  and  any 
other  current  revenue. 

Total  expenditure.  All  amounts,  direct  and  intergovernmental, 
spent  for  an  environmental  activity.  Employer  contributions  to 
a  government's  own  employee  retirement  system  are  excluded 
in  the  local  government  estimates  shown  in  tables  1 1  and  12. 

Intergovernmental  expenditure.  Amounts  paid  to  other  govern- 
ments as  fiscal  aid  in  the  form  of  shared  revenues  and  grants-in- 
aid,  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes,  and  as  reimbursements  for  en- 
vironmental services  performed  for  the  paying  government. 
Excludes  amounts  paid  to  other  governments  for  purchase  of 
commodities,  property,  or  utility  services,  any  taxes  imposed 
and  paid  as  such,  and  employer  contributions  for  social  insur- 
ance systems  administered  by  other  governments. 


Direct  expenditure.  All  expenditure  other  than  that  classified  as 
intergovernmental. 

Current  operation.  Direct  expenditure  for  compensation  of 
own  officers  and  employees  and  for  supplies,  materials,  and 
contractual  services,  except  amounts  for  capital  outlay. 


Water  quality  control.  Those  regulatory,  administrative,  oper- 
ational, and  other  activities  directly  related  to  the  prevention, 
control,  and  abatement  of  water  pollution.  Among  the  activities 
included  under  this  category  are  licensing  and  inspection  of 
industrial  plants,  waste  treatment  operations,  animal  feedlots, 
mines,  oil  fields,  and  other  sources  of  water  pollution;  Federal 
and  State  government  regulation  of  pesticide  manufacturers, 
distributors,  and  applicators;  operation,  maintenance,  and 
construction  of  sanitary  and  storm  sewers  and  sewage  treatment 
plants;  water  purification  operations  of  publicly  owned  utilities; 
research  and  development  activities  related  to  the  causes, 
effects,  and  prevention  of  water  pollution;  monitoring  water 
quality  in  streams,  lakes,  water  supply  systems,  etc.;  establish- 
ing, implementing,  and  enforcing  policies,  plans,  standards, 
and  regulations;  training  and  certifying  operators  of  water  pol- 
lution control  facilities;  disseminating  information  to  the  public; 
providing  technical  and  financial  assistance;  and  all  costs  in- 
volved in  processing  grants  received  from  other  governments. 

Land  quality  control.  Those  regulatory,  administrative,  oper- 
ational, and  other  activities  directly  related  to  the  prevention, 
control,  and  abatement  of  land  pollution  caused  by  the  im- 
proper disposal  of  solid  and  hazardous  wastes.  Among  the 
activities  included  under  this  category  are  the  collection,  dis- 
posal, and  recycling  of  trash,  garbage,  and  other  forms  of  solid 
or  hazardous  waste;  street  cleaning;  State  government  highway 
litter  removal;  licensing  and  inspection  of  facilities  and  equip- 
ment used  in  processing  wastes;  establishing,  implementing,  and 
enforcing  policies,  plans,  standards,  and  regulations;  research 
and  development  activities  related  to  methods  of  waste  collec- 
tion and  disposal;  providing  technical  and  financial  assistance; 
training  and  certifying  operators  of  waste  management  facilities; 
disseminating  information  to  the  public;  and  all  costs  involved 
in  processing  grants  received  from  othe    ,.. .u'rnments.  Generally 
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excluded  because  of  data  collection  difficulties  are  special 
litter  removal  activities  such  as  debris  pickup  on  public  lands 
and  the  maintenance  of  waste  containers  in  parks,  unless  those 
are  recorded  under  other  activities  classified  as  waste  manage- 
ment. 

Air  quality  control.  Those  regulatory,  administrative,  opera- 
tional, and  other  activities  directly  related  to  the  prevention, 
control,  and  abatement  of  air  pollution.  Among  the  activities 
included  under  this  category  are  the  licensing  and  inspection 
of  industrial  facilities  and  other  sources  of  air  pollution;  es- 
tablishing, implementing,  and  enforcing  policies,  plans,  stand- 
ards, and  regulations;  research  and  development  activities  re- 
lated to  the  causes,  effects,  and  prevention  of  air  pollution; 
providing  financial  and  technical  assistance;  air  quality  moni- 
toring; training  of  personnel;  disseminating  information  to  the 
public;  and  all  costs  involved  in  processing  grants  received  from 
other  governments. 

Other  environmental  quality  control.  Those  regulatory,  ad- 
ministrative, operational,  and  other  activities  related  to  the 
prevention,  control,  and  abatement  of  pollution  which  cannot 
be  reasonably  classified  in  one  of  the  above  functions.  Included 
under  this  category  are  multifunctional  activities,  such  as  the 
administration  of  a  major  pollution  abatement  agency  and 
overall  environmental  planning  and  analysis;  specific  environ- 
mental quality  control  activities  such  as  noise  pollution  control 
that   do    not    fall   within   the   definition   of  a   major   function; 


activities  of  environmental  laboratories,  advisory  councils, 
review  boards,  regional  offices  of  State  pollution  abatement 
agencies,  legislative  committees  on  the  environment,  etc.,  for 
which  data  cannot  be  obtained  by  the  three  major  categories; 
and  activities  to  inform  the  public  about  environmental  quality 
control  in  general. 

Exclusions.  Specifically  excluded  from  this  survey  are  water 
testing  programs  which  relate  only  to  water  resource  capacity; 
establishment  of  water  rights;  water  supply  distribution;  soil 
and  water  conservation;  irrigation  and  drainage;  grants  for  the 
flouridation  of  water  supply  systems;  coastal  zone  management 
(except  its  water  quality  component);  strip  mine  reclamation; 
snow  and  ice  removal;  weather  modification;  general  land  use 
planning;  activities  related  to  the  control  of  excess  radiation 
from  X-ray  machines,  microwave  ovens,  etc.;  general  health 
activities  such  as  the  inspection  of  restaurants,  hotels,  summer 
camps,  food  handlers,  etc.,  frequently  part  of  environmental 
health  programs;  State  government  payments  for  support  of 
local  environmental  health  programs  when  such  grants  are  not 
identified  with  any  specific  program;  any  activity  containing  an 
insignificant  amount  of  pollution  abatement  as  defined  above, 
such  as  environmental  planning  agencies  whose  focus  is  more 
the  general  social/economic/physical  environment  of  the 
community  than  the  direct  abatement  of  water,  land,  air,  or 
noise  pollution;  and  remedial  activities  to  prevent  or  abate 
pollution  from  a  government's  own  facilities  unless  these  are 
already  included  as  an  integral  part  of  a  general  government 
activity  classified  in  one  of  the  above  environmental  functions. 
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Tabie  1.  Federal  Government  Environmental  Quality  Control  Expenditure:    Fiscal  Years  1976  and 
1977  and  Transition  Quarter  July  1,  1976  to  September  30, 1976 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


All  selected  environmental  activities,  total. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Other  agencies1 

Water  quality  control,  total 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Other  agencies1 

Land  quality  control,  total 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Other  agencies1 

Air  quality  control,  total 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Other  agencies ' 


Other  environmental  quality  control,  total. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Other  agencies1 


,029,467 

,359,275 

670,192 

,318,196 

,873,974 

444,222 

124,988 

19,758 

105,230 

256,151 

177,751 

78,400 
330,132 

287,792 

42,340 


1, 114,281 

634,789 

479,492 

466,849 

207,627 

259, 222 

118,057 

17,927 

100,130 

200, 258 

121,858 

78,400 
329,117 

287,377 

41,740 


govern- 
mental 


3,915,  186 

3,724,486 

190,700 

3,851,347 

3,666,347 

185,000 

6,931 

1,831 

5,100 

55,893 

55,893 

1,015 
415 
600 


Transition  quarter 


1,315,032 

1,106,502 

208,530 

1,143,  510 

989,734 

153,776 

24,582 

4,446 

20,133 

66,839 

42,922 

23,917 

80,101 

69,400 

10,701 


291,109 

138,159 

152,950 

142,797 

43,901 

98,896 

23,742 

4,006 

19,736 

56,848 

33,229 

23,617 

67,724 

57,023 

10,701 


govern- 
mental 


1,023,923 

968,343 

55,580 

1,000,713 

945,833 

54,880 

840 

440 

400 

9,993 

9,693 

300 

12,377 


3,707, 

3,044, 

662, 

3,138, 

2,676, 

461, 

98, 

18, 

79, 

'.'  I. 

162, 

79, 

228, 

186 

41 


486 
979 
507 
fl  1 
724 
990 
403 
543 
B60 
149 
983 

136 

-,.,,, 

72g 

491 


948,455 

459,162 

489,293 

4  56,332 

164,056 

292,276 

94,253 

17,093 

77,160 

189,391 

111,025 

78,366 

208,479 

166,988 

41,491 


govern- 
ments 1 


2,759,031 

2, 585,817 

173,214 

2,682,382 

2,512,668 

169,714 

4,150 

1 , 4  50 

2,700 

52,758 

51,958 

800 

19,741 


Note:   Public  Law  93-344  changed  the  fiscal  year  for  the  United  States  Government  from  July  1  through  June  30  to  October  1  through  September  30, 
effective  for  fiscal  year  1976-77;  the  transition  quarter  shown  in  this  table  represents  the  conversion  period  between  the  1976  and  1977  fiscal  years. 
These  data  are  not  included  in  fiscal  year  197o  totals. 

-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 

1M0ther  agencies"  category  includes  agencies  in  the  Departments  of  Agriculture,  Commerce,  Defense,  Energy,  Health,  Education  and  Welfare,  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  Interior,  State  and  Transportation;  and  the  Appalachian  Regional  Commission,  Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  International 
Joint  Commission,  Interstate  Commission  on  Potomac  River  Basin,  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration,  National  Commission  on  Water  Quality. 
National  Science  Foundation,  and  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
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Table  2.  State  Government  Environmental  Quality  Control  Expenditure: 


Fiscal  Year  1977 


Alabama. . 
Alaska. . . 
Arizona . . 
Arkansas . 


Colorado. . . . 
Connecticut . 
Delaware. .  .  . 



Georgia 


Hawai i . .  . 
Idaho. . . . 
1 llinois. 
Ind  iana . . 
Iowa 


Kansas. . . . 
Kentucky . . 
Louisiana . 

Maine 

Maryland. . 


Massachusetts. 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi . . . 
Missouri 


Montana 

Nebraska * 

Nevad? 

New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey. . . . 


'sew  Mexico 

New  Yo  rk 

North  Carolina. 
North  Dskota. . . 
Ohio 


Oklahoma 

Oregon 

-vlvania . . . 

Rhode  Island. . . 

' h  Carolina. 


South  Dakota. 
Tennessee. . . . 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 


Virginia 

Washington. . . . 
West  Virginia. 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


Total 

population 
July  1,  1977 
(provisional 

estimates  )l 


215,642,000 

3,690,000 

407,000 

2,296,000 

2. 144,000 

21,896.000 

2, 619,000 
3,108,000 
582,000 
8,452,000 
5,048,000 

895,000 

857,  000 

11,245,000 

5,330,000 

2,879,000 

2,326,000 
3,458,000 
3,921,000 
1,085,000 
4,139,000 

5,782,000 
9.129.000 
3,975,000 
2,389,000 
4,801,000 

761,000 

1,561,000 

633,000 

84 9 \ 000 

7,329,000 

1,190,000 

17,924,000 

5,525,000 

653,000 

'10,701,000 

2,811,000 

2,376,000 

11,785,000 

935,000 

2,876,000 

689,000 

4,299,000 

12,830,000 

1,268,000 

483,000 

5,135,000 
3,658,000 
1,859,000 
4,651,000 
406,000 


Expenditure  (thousands  of  dollars) 


1,240,053 

5,436 

10,669 

7,943 

4,400 

119,384 

10,305 
37,944 
4,258 
14,786 
10,057 

14,590 

3,  732 

103,385 

18,546 
8,749 

5,226 
8,144 
4,615 
8,556 
40,702 

47.083 

27, 326 

25,200 

3,081 

18,231 

3,638 
6,589 

3.813 
14,595 
44,418 

2,868 

150,032 

17,356 

1,  030 
228,024 

4.834 

14,232 

57, 316 

5,824 

6,  539 

1,782 

10,752 

24,986 

2,619 

8,393 

19,894 
12,728 

5,846 
27,  784 

1,813 


Current 
operation 


5,231 
3,941 
7,  719 
2,728 
62,  939 

5,059 

5,195 

2,  325 

14,  592 

7,  767 

1,960 
2,506 
22,302 
7,  109 
3,985 

5,052 
7,734 
3,884 
2,704 
19,929 

18,227 

10,949 

10,  271 

2,923 

3,849 

2,567 
2,352 

1,894 

3,344 

15,493 

2,745 
24,081 

9,186 

989 

13,258 

4,251 
9,751 
26, 879 
3,489 
6,223 

1,309 
8,161 
23,864 
2,  531 
2,124 

10,850 
8,747 
5,550 
9,424 
1,738 


Capital 
outlay 


205 

96 

143 

339 

1,  349 


28,521 

178 

194 

2 

8,630 
39 

643 

224 

22 

174 
410 
597 
134 
5,519 

8,825 

89 

190 

158 

101 

166 
120 
702 
5,192 
189 

30 

14,365 

141 

41 

200, 806 

98 

508 

5,692 

95 
182 

80 
171 
561 


314 

80 

204 

163 

75 


Intergov- 
ernmental 


6,632 

81 

1,333 

55,096 

5,  158 
4,  228 
1,  755 

2,288 

4,000 

1,  187 

80,440 

11,213 

4,742 


134 

5,  718 
15,254 

20,031 
16,288 
14,739 

14,281 


905 

4 

117 

1 

217 

6 

059 

28 

736 

93 

111 

586 

8 

029 

13,960 

485 

3,973 

24,745 

2,240 

134 

393 

2,420 

561 

2,600 

8,730 

3,901 

92 

18,  197 


Per  capita  expenditure 
(dollars  ) 


1 

.47 

26 

.21 

3 

.46 

2 

.05 

5 

.45 

3 

.93 

12 

.21 

7 

.32 

1 

.75 

1 

99 

16 

.30 

0 

44 

9 

19 

3 

48 

3 

34 

2 

25 

2 

36 

1 

18 

7 

89 

9 

83 

8 

14 

2 

99 

6 

34 

1 

29 

3 

80 

4 

78 

4 

22 

6 

02 

1  7 

19 

6 

06 

2 

41 

8 

37 

3 

14 

1 

58 

21 

31 

1 

72 

5 

99 

4 

86 

6. 

23 

2 

27 

2, 

59 

2. 

50 

1. 

95 

2. 

07 

17. 

38 

3. 

87 

3. 

48 

3. 

14 

5. 

97 

0. 

45 

I ntergov- 
ernmcntal 


16.30 
0.03 
0.62 
2.52 

1.97 
1.36 
3.02 

0.45 

4.47 
0.14 
7.15 
2.10 
1.65 


1.19 
2.64 
1.92 
7.14 
3.92 

0.08 
6.23 

1.45 

1.30 

0.17 
1.67 
2.10 
2.40 

0.05 

0.57 
0.56 
0.04 

5.38 

1.70 
1.07 
0.05 
3.91 


-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 

'Bureau  of  the  Census,  Current  Population  Reports,  series  P-25,  No.  727,  January  1978.   Excludes  armed  forces  overseas  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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Table  3.  State  Government  Water  and  Land  Quality  Control  Expenditure:   Fiscal  Year  1977 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 
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Water  quality  control 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


1 ntergover 
mental 


Land  quality  control 


Highway 

litter 

removal 


Other 
ac tiv i t ies 


I ntergovern- 

nien  ta  1 


Total. 


Alabama . . . . 

Alaska 

Arizona 
Arkansas . . . 
California . 


Colorado.  .  .  . 
Connecticut . 
Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia 


Hawaii . .  . 
Idaho.  . . . 
Illinois . 
Indiana  .  . 
Iowa 


Kansas .  .  . 

Kentucky. 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland. 


Massachusetts . 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi .  .  . 
Missouri 


Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey 


New  Mexico 

New  York 

North  Carolina. 
North  Dakota. . . 
Ohio 


Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania . . . 
Rhode  Island.  .  . 
South  Carolina. 


South  Dakota . 
Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 


Virginia 

Washington 
West  Virginia. 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


1 862, 032 

'2,227 

8,057 

1,073 

1,841 

'80,280 

6,485 
5,740 
3,023 
'7,814 
3,493 

13,077 

2,723 

86,382 

14,359 

7,070 

3,960 

"2,851 

2,534 

7,533 

30,277 

42,097 
21,874 
18,423 
'1,8,39 
16,075 

1,578 

5,377 

1,998 

13,781 

33,543 

1,  180 

132,935 

12,598 

452 

'132,722 

2,814 
'8,127 
44,582 

4,  108 
1,957 

1,011 

'3,337 

'12,524 

1,226 

7,306 

16,244 
4,986 
3,422 

21,930 
727 


210,706 

2,227 
1,407 
1,014 
1,440 
31,723 

1,601 
1,773 
1,  147 
7,654 
3,205 

930 
1,  547 
6.176 
3,239 
2,314 

3,809 
2,755 
1,860 
1,741 
12,211 

13.411 
7,237 
3,969 
1,755 

1,  718 

1,221 

1,155 

778 

2,  533 
4,807 

1.069 
8,517 
4,  573 
417 
3,244 

2,475 
3,921 
15,845 
2,175 
1,794 

638 

3,183 

11,889 

1,203 

1,445 

7,231 
3,765 
3,184 
5,052 
688 


18 

19 

248 

241 

37 

74 

121 

160 


22 
92 

14 

151 

96 

\  V ' : 

74 

3,473 

8,655 

60 

84 

114 

76 

65 

104 

39 

5,189 


n. 

13,771 

96 

35 

117,779 

79 

371 

5,582 

90 

29 

75 

134 

93 

23 

3,644 

283 

80 

146 

119 

39 


6,632 

40 

153 

48,316 

4.847 
3,893 
1,755 

288 

4,000 

1,148 

80,184 

11,028 

4,742 


131 

5,718 

14,593 

20,031 
14,547 
14,370 

14,281 

292 

4,117 

1,181 

6,059 

28,736 

93 

110,647 

8,029 

11,399 

260 

3,835 

23,155 

1,843 

134 

298 
20 

542 

2,517 

8,730 

1,141 

92 

16,749 


133,914 

1,572 

283 

495 

463 

12,016 

893 
30,147 

455 
3,028 
4,335 

852 

509 
7,322 
1,659 

678 

571 
2,732 
1,162 

500 
7,  173 

1,709 
2,265 
4,223 
504 
1,381 

1,080 
580 

1,435 
493 

3,  148 

-,'•/, 
6,323 
1,490 

252 
2,788 

975 
1 ,  394 
4,651 
1,269 

835 

37  i 
5,705 
4,940 

475 
117 

1,268 
2,168 
1,  309 
2,281 
531 


1,  500 
200 
357 
339 

7,  547 

737 

198 

210 
2,589 
1,581 

323 

393 
6,147 
1,247 

348 

451 

1,854 

1,009 

387 

906 

1,235 
760 

3,118 
293 

1,164 

294 
437 

1,281 
407 

2,326 

676 

4,125 

1,239 

103 

975 

809 
808 
1,581 
496 
386 

189 

2,894 

4,006 

387 

172 

1  ,100 
1,069 

811 
8 

490 


72 
83 

I'.'. 

124 

2,504 

156 
29,314 
245 
439 
754 

f  29 
77 
919 
227 
330 

120 
878 
150 
113 
6,227 

474 
5  3  1 
736 
208 
217 

2  i 
153 
118 
86 
822 

117 

1,658 

251 

159 

1,812 

164 
585 
1.480 
376 
449 

93 
411 
915 

;;;-: 
162 

I  .;-; 
826 

■  T- 

825 
41 


11 
!1,965 


39 

256 
3185 


J951 
S69 


535 

4  36 


1.590 
397 


95 

2,400 

19 

83 

1,   ! 

J1.4is 


-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 

Excludes  loans  to  local  governments  to  assist  in  financing  construction  of  water  pollution  facilities,  as  follows:   Alabama  ($322,000);  California 
: $1,022,000) ,  Florida  ($33,025,000);  Kentucky  ($1,783,000);  Mississippi  ($997,000);  Ohio  ($69,534);  Oregon  ($6,617,724),  Tennessee  ($17,507,000);  and 
Texas  (amount  not  available). 

2Includes  $1,081,000  in  intergovernmental  payments  for  highway  litter  removal  activities. 

3Represents  intergovernmental  payments  for  highway  litter  removal  activities. 

^Includes  $20,000  in  intergovernmental  payments  for  litter  removal  activities 
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Table  4.  State  Government  Air  and  Other  Environmental  Quality  Control  Expenditure:   Fiscal  Year  1977 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Air  quality  control 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


intergovern- 
mental 


Other  environmental  quality  control 


Current 

operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Total . . . 

Alabama 

Alaska 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California  .... 

Colorado 

Connecticut . . . 

Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

I llinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts . 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi . . . 
Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire . 
New  Jersey 

New  Mexico. 

New   York 

North  Carolina 
North  Dakota . . 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania . . 
Rhode  Island . . 
South  Carolina 

South   Dakota . . 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont , 

Virginia , 

Washington. 
West  Virginia .  . 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


189, 364 

933 

196 

5,749 

444 

25,529 

2,372 
1,727 
512 
1,147 
1,502 

370 

417 

3,403 

2,087 

1,001 

450 

2,038 

698 

363 

1,928 

3,105 
2,723 

894 
708 
505 

697 

449 

352 

321 

5,023 

S81 
5,750 
1,500 

234 
83,339 

655 
3,878 
5,428 

337 
1,060 

124 

1,451 

7,450 

693 

258 

2,099 
3,623 

982 
1,791 

385 


93,158 

933 

181 

5,596 

370 

19,618 

2,021 
1,653 
504 
1,122 
1,502 

352 

409 

3,332 

1,955 

995 

427 

1,834 

676 

306 

1,327 

2,937 

1,909 

866 

664 

483 

522 

437 

339 

318 

5,023 

670 

5,156 

1,470 

232 

555 

420 
3,620 
5,322 

332 
1,017 

123 

1,414 

6,989 

330 

253 

2,038 
1,136 

931 
1,758 

351 


15 

123 

74 

1,096 

40 
74 


74 

132 

6 

23 
204 
22 
57 
28 

168 

2  I 
28 
44 
22 

97 

12 

13 

3 


11 

594 

30 

2 

81,297 

12 

120 

106 

5 

43 

1 

37 

461 

63 

5 


30 

4,815 

311 


223 
138 


'54,743 

704 

2,133 

626 

'1,652 

1,559 

555 
330 
268 
2,797 
727 

291 

83 

6,275 

441 


245 
523 
191 
160 
,324 

172 
464 
,660 

270 

283 
183 

28 


214 

5 

024 

1 

368 

82 

9 

175 

390 

833 

2 

655 

110 

2 

687 

270 

259 

72 

225 

112 

283 

1 

951 

133 

1 

782 

170 

499 

2,070 

626 

459 

1,559 

544 
330 
250 
2,788 
725 

291 

83 

5,919 

441 


245 

487 

189 

160 

1,273 

172 

464 

1,653 


281 

181 

28 

2,515 

213 

4,625 

1,653 

78 

8,203 

390 
819 

2,651 
110 

2,598 

268 
259 
72 
223 
112 

283 
1,951 

126 
1,778 

168 


205 
63 


13 
9 
2 


2 


189 

1 

15 

4 

98 


14 
4 


89 
2 


-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 
'Amounts  recorded  as  current  operation  and 


:apital  outlay  will  not  add  to  total  because  of  the  inclusion  of  intergovernmental  payments  in  total. 
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Table  5.  Selected  Large  City  Government  Environmental  Quality  Control  Expenditure: 

Fiscal  Year  1976-77 


City 


Ending 

date  of 

fiscal 

year 


Population , 

1976 
( estimated ) 


Expenditure  (thousands  of  dollars) 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construction    Other 


Intergov- 
ernmen ta 1 


Per  capita  expenditure 
( dollars  J 


Total 


Atlanta,  Ga... 
Austin,  Tex. . . 
Baltimore,  Md . 
Boston,  Mass . . 
Buffalo.  N.Y.. 
Chicago,  111.. 


Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Columbus,  Ohio . . . 

Dallas,  Tex 

Denver,  Colo 

Detroit,  Mich 


El  Paso,  Tex 

Fort  Worth,  Tex. . . 
Honolulu,  Hawaii.. 

Houston,  Tex 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 


Kansas  City,  Mo..., 
Long  Beach,  Calif.. 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Louisville,  Ky 

Memphis ,  Tenn 

Miami,  Fla 


Milwaukee,  Wis.... 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Nashville,  Tenn... 

Newark,  N.J 

New  Orleans,  La... 
New  York.    N.Y 


Oakland,  Calif 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Omaha,  Nebr 

Philadelphia,  Pa  ... . 

Phoenix,  Ariz 

Pittsburg,  Pa 


Portland,  Oreg 

St .  Louis,  Mo 

San  Antonio,  Tex 

San  Diego,  Calif 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 


San  Jose,  Calif . 
Seattle,  Wash . . . 
Toledo,  Ohio.... 

Tulsa,  Okla 

Washington,  D.C. 


38,304,397 


2, 311,079 


12/31 
9/30 
5/30 
S/30 
6/30 

12/31 

12/31 
12/31 
12/31 

9/30 
12/31 

6/30 

8/31 
9/30 
6/30 
12/31 
12/31 
9/30 

4/30 
6/30 
6/30 
6/30 
6/30 
9/30 

12/31 
12/31 

6/30 
12/31 
12/31 

6/30 

6/30 
6/30 

12/31 
6/30 
6/30 

12/31 

6/30 
4/30 
7/31 
6/30 
6/30 

6/30 

12/31 

12/31 

3/30 

9/30 


425 
309 
827 
318 
400 
3,074 

398 
625 
533 
834 
479 
1,314 

391 
337 

V  I  ; 

1,455 

708 

532 

458 
338 
2,743 
330 
367 
354 

661 
371 
430 
331 
580 
7,422 

332 
369 

371 

1,797 

679 

449 

379 
519 
783 
789 
663 

573 
490 
366 
333 
702 




787 
439 
250 
234 
084 

533 

643 
075 
737 
330 
206 

049 
909 
598 

ii  n, 
837 
346 

251 
344 
994 

ul  1 
880 
993 

082 
893 
941 
495 
959 
831 

028 
438 
012 
403 
512 
092 

826 

345 
765 
059 
4E9 

806 
586 

765 
000 


30,663 
27,310 
70,310 
25,645 
61,817 
140,320 

53,574 
45, 592 
40,094 
49,365 
31,602 
111,343 

16,596 
39,040 
56,850 
83,126 
36,822 
48,798 

27,752 
9,951 
73,433 
40,798 
43,134 
19,119 

34,261 
27,078 
50,742 
11,526 
27,364 
444,871 

3,976 
43,763 
28,598 
123,498 
38,178 
12,633 

23,830 
10,859 
31,170 
30,368 
29,508 

54,960 
33,733 
27,088 
18,584 
97,130 


27 
70 
20 
61 
140 

50 
25 
37 

49 

24 

111 

16 
39 
56 
84 
36 
48 

27 
9 
73 
40 
43 
19 

27 
18 
50 
8 
27 
444 

3 
43 
28 
123 
38 
12 

23 
10 
31 
30 
29 

,1 
21 
25 
18 
91 


663 

310 

in 
:ih:i 
817 
320 

2S8 
559 
829 
286 

ins 
343 

:,':>l. 

040 
831 
471 
822 
798 

752 
951 
433 
536 
086 
119 

494 
319 
7  1 3 
177 
158 
871 

976 
763 
598 
498 
178 
458 

830 
696 
099 
368 
508 

HS.I 

262 
843 
584 
771 


20,371 
8,931 
37, 526 
17,791 
14,235 
109,761 

23,397 
22,868 
27, 772 
29,043 
16,991 
67,847 

6,390 
9,293 
15,635 
43,647 
17,224 
16.578 

13,764 
9,  598 
58,067 
18,957 
23,727 
12,064 

20,043 
14,901 
14,083 
7,101 
20,553 
316,  581 

2,944 
10,521 
10,871 
80,514 
22,344 
12,172 

11,853 
10,093 
14,162 
20, 580 
13,350 

9,116 
16,782 
18,776 

6,373 
45,059 


908, 186 

62 

604 

8,665 

1 

627 

17,921 

428 

30,639 

2 

145 

2,  578 

16 

47, 574 

8 

28,865 

1 

694 

24,975 

1 

896 

2,432 

259 

9,726 

ill 

20,077 

156 

5,538 

1 

849 

38,844 

4 

652 

9,754 

452 

29,261 

486 

39,663 

1 

,533 

38,282 

2 

542 

19,409 

189 

31,982 

238 

12,343 

1 

645 

329 

24 

12,754 

2 

612 

21,537 

32 

17,801 

1 

558 

7,055 

" 

6,061 

1 

390 

3,288 

130 

27,473 

9 

186 

1,074 

2 

5,882 

.  '  1 

120,397 

7 

893 

1,028 

4 

31,312 

1 

930 

17,008 

719 

41,337 

1 

647 

11,942 

3 

892 

241 

45 

11,918 

59 

546 

57 

16,660 

277 

9,  595 

193 

12,718 

3 

440 

43,877 

1 

960 

3,881 

599 

6,991 

76 

11,124 

1 

087 

45,799 

913 

3,306 

20,033 

2,265 

79 

7,194 


19 
1,655 


48 


6,737 
8,759 


3,349 
206 


ii/; 
1 1 


12,471 
1,245 


72.04 
88.16 
84.97 
41.48 
154.45 
45.35 

134.43 
72.87 
75.21 
59.14 
65.89 
84.72 

42.44 
106.11 
79.56 
59.19 
51.94 
91.67 

60.56 
29.41 
26.76 
123.62 
64.58 
53.83 

51.83 
72.81 
117.75 
34.77 
47.10 
59.93 

11  .97 
118.46 
77.08 
68.71 
56.18 
28.13 

62.74 
20.91 
39.77 
38.49 
44.48 

95.78 
68.76 
73.90 
55.68 
138.36 


60.34 

72.04 
88.13 
84  .  97 
32.97 
154.45 
45.65 

126.13 
40.85 
70.96 
59.04 
50.89 
84.72 

42.44 
106.11 
79.53 
58.05 
51.94 
91.67 

60.56 
29.41 
26.73 
122.83 
64.51 
53.86 

41.59 
49.26 
117.75 
24.67 
46.75 
59.93 

11  .97 
118.46 
77.08 
68.71 
56.18 
27.74 

62.74 
20.60 
39.68 
38.49 
44.48 

95.77 
43.34 
70.51 
55.68 
130.73 


-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 
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Table  6.  Selected  Large  City  Government  Water  and  Land  Quality  Control  Expenditure  and  Revenue 

From  Current  Charges:    Fiscal  Year  1976-77 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


City 


Water  quality    control 


Revenue 

from 
sewerage 
charges 


Expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


Intergovern- 
mental 


land  quality  control 


T 


Revenue 

from 

sanitation 

charges 


Expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Total . 


Atlanta;  Ga . . . 
Austin,  Tex... 
Baltimore,  Md. 
Boston,  Mass . . 
Buffalo,  N.V.. 
Chicago,-  111 . . 


Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Columbus,  Ohio. . . 

Dallas,  Tex 

Denver,  Colo 

Detroit,  Mich.... 


El  Paso,  Tex 

Fort  Worth,  Tex. . . 
Honolulu,  Hawaii. . 

Houston,  Tex 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 


Kansas  City,  Mo. . . . 
Long  Beach,  Calif.. 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Louisville,  Ky 

Memphis,  Tenn 

Miami,  FLa 


Milwaukee,  Wis.... 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Nashville,  Tenn. . . 

Newark,  N.J 

New  Orleans,  La... 
New  York,  N.Y 


Oakland,  Calif 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Omaha,  Nebr 

Philadelphia,  Pa  ... . 

Phoenix,  Ariz 

Pittsburgh,    Pa 


Portland,  Oreg 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

San  Antonio,  Tex 

San  Diego,  Calif 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 


San  Jose,  Calif. 
Seattle,  Wash... 
Toledo,  Ohio.... 

Tulsa,  Okla 

Washington,  D.C. 


11,232 
8,574 

12,882 

3,338 

8,905 

28 

14,529 
31,421 
20,274 
11,624 
13,093 
32,367 

4,155 
7,836 
4,791 

29,949 
3,245 

15,807 

8,565 

6,780 

12,549 

8,461 


1,095 

9,327 

12,698 

1,900 

11,776 

42,225 

1,786 

3,892 

6,645 

35,451 

902 


8,  104 

8,883 
6,060 

10,793 
18,318 
13,244 
2,816 
16,976 


20 
24 
44 
10 
54 
47 

43 
29 
29 
32 

22 
72 

13 
33 
42 

pS 
2b 
41 

20 
3 
31 
32 
22 
7 

16 
18 
43 
5 
18 
168 

2 
38 
21 
72 
19 


924 
091 
396 
041 
339 
946 

108 

186 
L37 
444 
314 
745 

348 
789 
i  i  3 
818 
856 
267 

905 

m, 
271 
461 
66  i 
430 

760 
•LI  1 
243 
608 
506 
553 

080 
983 
645 
288 
998 
072 

358 
923 
802 
948 
110 

678 
174 
157 
146 

H'jn 


987 
761 
602 
230 
847 
763 

870 

455 
054 
143 
164 
974 

163 
387 
731 
555 
347 
137 

738 

794 
157 
622 

356 

5  5  7 

324 
763 
i  2  5 
185 
383 
873 

049 
978 
875 
091 
004 
631 

383 
251 
803 
372 
053 

953 
034 
982 
018 
537 


8,282 
17,914 
28,430 

2,578 
47,488 
16,048 

24,577 
1,698 
9,631 

20,077 
5,  568 

38,584 

9.737 
29J261 
34,113 
37,856 
19,409 
31,982 

12,340 
309 
12,648 
20,794 
17,188 
3,873 

5,288 
3,282 
27,473 
1,074 
5,842 
115,628 

1,028 
31,312 
16,602 
40,631 
11,741 
239 

11,918 

509 

16,660 

9,483 

12,718 

43,877 

3,752 

6,903 

11,116 

43,859 


655 
416 
364 
2 
4 
135 

655 

187 

145 

388 

4,187 

448 

141 
550 
1,752 
100 
148 

829 
3 

266 


381 

123 

9,045 

75 
52 

3 

1,691 

168 

1,566 

1,253 

27 

57 

268 

93 

3,339 

1,841 

123 

27 

12 

335 


3,306 

20,033 

2,265 

79 

7,194 


19 
1,655 


163 

71 


7 

12,265 

1,245 

5,359 


88,215 

6,686 

2,944 

278 

163 

52 


30 

55 

705 

7,513 

179 

1,052 

3,607 

3,783 

779 

486 
883 


3,209 
693 

93 
9,851 

73 


6 

767 

124 

8 

759 

- 

- 

782 

3 

349 

38 

206 

2,481 

- 

12,760 

133 

4,921 

192 

214 

15 


210 

211 

4,019 

230 


492 

11,074 

2,780 

2,877 

1,548 


3 
5 
14 
16 
7 
7 

6 
6 

39 

8 

'20 

11 

17 
8 
7 
5 
8 
265 

1 
4 
6 
19 
18 
9 

2 
6 
9 
10 
6 

1 
Ml 

7 


739 
207 
993 
549 
478 
047 

862 
867 
957 
592 
782 
598 

176 
003 
303 
259 
191 
129 

351 
442 
208 
120 
435 
689 

484 
101 
223 
746 
851 
813 

837 
^52 
496 
660 

032 
382 

073 
449 
109 
271 
044 

992 

476 

570 
438 
403 


384 
188 
003 
536 
388 
047 

316 
902 
718 
572 
326 
873 

155 
658 
770 
108 
]  16 
113 

SOS 

401 
769 
345 
336 

507 

702 
088 

082 

1  !n 
1'.:; 
228 

836 
513 
542 
924 
192 
362 

071 
404 
106 
059 

S  !i 

875 
748 
433 
355 
236 


63,261 

1,355 
19 

3,990 
13 
90 

1   i  ,  'H JO 

1,546 

965 

239 

20 

1,456 
725 

21 

345 

6,533 

1,151 

75 

16 

743 

41 

2,439 

775 
2,051 

182 

1,782 
13 

141 

688 

12,585 

1 

239 

954 

736 

2,840 

20 

2 

45 

3 

212 

101 

117 

605 

137 

1,083 

2,167 


-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 

1Amounts  recorded  as  current  operation  and  capital  outlay 


-ill  not  add  to  total  because  of  the  inclusion  of  intergovernmental  payments  in  total. 
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Table  7.  Selected  Large  City  Government  Air  and  Other  Environmental  Quality  Control  Expenditure: 

Fiscal  Year  1976-77 

(Thousands  ot  dollars) 


City 


Ail-  quality  control 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Other  environmental  quality  control 


Current 
operation 


&  pi  ta  1 
outlay 


Total. 


Atlanta,  Ga 
Austin,  Tex 
Baltimore, 
Boston,  Mass 
Buffalo,  N.Y 
Chicago,  111 


Md. 


Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Columbus,  Ohio. . . 

Dallas,  Tex 

Denver,  Colo 

Detroit,  Mich. . . . 


El  Paso,  Tex 

Fort  Worth,  Tex. . . 
Honolulu,  Hawaii.. 

Houston,  Tex 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 


Kansas  City,  Mo . . . . 
Long  Beach,  Calif  .  . 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Louisville,  Ky 

Memphis,  Tenn 

Miami,  Fla 


Milwaukee,  Wis.... 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Nashville,  Tenn... 

Newark,  N.J 

New  Orleans,  La... 
New  York ,  N.Y 


Oakland,  Calif 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Omaha,  Nebr 

Philadelphia,  Pa.... 

Phoenix,  Ariz 

Pittsburgh.  Pa 


Portland,  Oreg 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

San  Antonio,  Tex 

San  Diego,  Calif 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 


San  Jose,  Calif . 
Seattle,  Wash... 
Toledo,  Ohio.... 

Tulsa,  Okla 

Washington,  D.C. 


12 
155 


,267 
,539 


329 

L8  : 


7:: 
190 

L,049 
383 
390 

322 

38 
*217 


175 
1,550 


12 

487 

1  51 


'83 
361 


L2 

455 

25 

3,516 

1,174 
1,511 

328 

1K2 


?2 

l  10 

984 
378 
316 

246 

38 


50 

50 

179 

179 

126 

126 

7 

7 

4,062 

4,037 

175 
1,499 


11: 

1  !r-- 


361 
405 


1 
373 


438 

J  7 


435 
37 


- 

58 

58 

- 

134 

134 

65 

- 

- 

5 

392 

383 

7  1 

12 

12 

76 

174 

174 

- 

403 

403 

- 

2,916 

2,903 

5,443 


- 

59 

59 

- 

30 

30 

- 

282 

279 

51 

- 

- 

- 

148 

148 

- 

179 

179 

_ 

387 

387 

49 

- 

- 

6 

108 

108 

- 

149 

149 

- 

347 

347 

-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 

1Amounts  recorded  as  current  operation  and  capital  outlay  will  not  add  to  total  because  of  the  inclusion  of  intergovernmental 


ayments  in  total . 


18  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  CONTROL 

Table  8.  Selected  Large  County  Government  Environmental  Quality  Control  Expenditure: 

Fiscal  Year  1976-77 


County 


Ending 

date  of 

fiscal 

year 


Population, 

1976 
( estimated ) 


Expenditure    (thousands   of   dollars) 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construction 


Intergov- 
ernmental 


Per  capita, 

total 
expenditure 
^  dollars ) 


Total 

Alameda,  Calif 

Al  legheny,  Pa 

Bal timore,  Md 

Bergen,  N.J 

Bexar,  Tex 

Broward,  Fia 

Contra  Costa,  Calif 

Cook,  111 

Cuyahoga,  Ohio 

Dade,  Fla 

Dallas,  Tex 

Delaware ,  Pa 

Erie,  N.Y 

Essex,  Mass 

Essex,  N.J 

Fairfax,  Va 

Franklin.  Ohio 

Ful ton,  Ga 

Ha mi I  ton,  Ohio 

Harris,  Tex 

Hennepin,  Minn 

Hillsborough,  Fla 

Hudson,  N.J 

Jackson,  Mo 

Jefferson,  Ala 

Jefferson,  Ky 

King,  Wash 

Lake,  Ind 

Los  Angeles,  Calif 

Macomb,  Mich 

Maricopa,    Ariz 

Middlesex,  Mass 

Middlesex,  N.J 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Monroe,  N.Y 

Montgomery,  Md 

Montgomery,  Ohio 

Montgomery,  Pa 

Multnomah,  Oreg 

Nassau,  N.Y 

Norfolk,  Mass 

Oakland,  Mich 

Oklahoma,  Okla 

Orange,  Calif 

Pinellas,  Fla 

Prince  Georges,  Md 

Riverside,  Calif 

Sacramento,  Calif 

Salt  Lake,  Utah 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

San  Bernardino,  Calif 

San  Diego,  Calif 

San  Mateo,  Calif 

Santa  Clara,  Calif 

Shelby,  Tenn 

Suffolk,  N.Y 

Summi  t ,  Oh 10 

Tarrant,  Tex 

Union,  N.J 

Wayne,  Mich 

Westchester,  N.Y 

Worcester,  Mass 

-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 


66,341,000 


6,30 
12/31 
6/30 
12/31 
9/30 
9/30 
6/30 

12/05 
12,  31 

9/30 
12/31 
12,  31 
12/31 

6/30 

12/31 

6/30 
12/31 
12/31 
12/31 
12/31 
12/31 

9/30 
12/31 

12/31 

9,  30 

6/30 

12/31 

12/31 

6/30 
12/31 
6/30 
6/30 
12/31 
12/31 
12/31 

6/30 
12/31 
12/31 

6/30 
12/31 

6/30 
12/31 

6/30 
6/30 
9/30 
S/30 
6/30 
6/30 
12/31 

12/31 
6/30 
3/30 
6/30 
6/30 
6/30 

12/31 

12/31 
12/31 
12/31 
11/30 
12/31 
6/30 


1,095 
1,501 
645 
870 
918 
850 
597 

5,344 
1,578 
1,436 
1,423 

586 
1,083 

625 

872 

525 
859 
571 
87-9 
2,044 
916 

581 
572 
617 
652 
589 
1,153 
545 

7,004 
670 

1,243 

1,397 
592 

1,005 
708 

577 
582 
633 
549 
1,396 
619 
937 

543 
1,755 
649 
675 
543 
702 
524 

984 

712 
1,623 

581 
1,198 

744 
1,278 

535 
753 
516 
2,477 
878 
648 


748,099 

705 

1,796 

32,772 

1,855 

8,152 
1,877 

1,267 

3,463 

101,180 

5 

3,690 

32.430 


349 

29,871 

1,498 

10,584 

1,  598 

991 

594 

1,511 

172 

10,637 

27,151 

3,284 

4,893 

16 

11,936 
1,009 
1,195 

858 

7,696 

52,127 

14,643 

10,321 

835 

644 

62,072 

9,  575 

638 
6,883 
7,815 
5,969 
2,086 
57,128 
1,999 

700 

14,323 

12,362 

1,523 

3,501 

1,130 

77,385 

9,444 

56 

63 

54,662 

34,680 


705 

1,765 

16,370 

967 

6,258 
1,016 

1,230 
3,028 
23,612 
5 
3,667 
4,171 


280 

19,156 

1,154 

2,322 

476 

957 

452 

1,294 
122 
392 

4,724 
727 

3,878 
16 

8,555 

376 

1,112 

809 

151 

25,994 

12,697 

6,875 

667 

587 

15,159 

2,407 

638 
4,438 
2,890 
5,908 
1,641 
21  ,688 
1,747 

650 

4,175 

11,524 

1,565 

1,697 

696 
9,609 

2,551 

56 

36 

16,050 

8,162 


12 

250 

887 

1 

513 

860 

433 

67 

185 

2 

9,458 

35 

6,905 

1,056 


10,245 
22,392 


49 

25 

712 

1 

893 

853 

168 

45 

46 

772 

9 

509 

961 

1 

804 

434 

67 

251 

5,165 

27 
36,105 
26,451 


23,510 


37 

2 
10,383 


23 

577 


67 
1,257 

61 
276 

16 

34 
142 

217 
50 

35 

96 

351 


53 
1,261 


12 
141 


1,067 

194 

61 

4 

1,541 

252 

50 

73 

177 


525 
1,236 


2,483 
67 


14 
4,145 


248 

1.  181 

50 


Li,   Inl 
112 


3,306 
35 

7,545 


434 

11 


566 
58 


11.28 

0.34 

1.20 

50.75 

2.13 

9.58 
3.14 

0.24 

2.19 

68.98 

6.29 
29.94 


0.40 
56.84 

1  .74 
18.71 

1  .81 
0.48 
0.65 

2.60 
0.30 
17.21 
41.60 
4.77 
4.24 
0.02 

1.70 
1  .50 
0.96 

1.45 

7.66 

73.57 

25.36 

17.71 

1.32 

1.17 

44.44 

9.90 

1  .17 
3.92 

12.13 
8.84 
3.84 

81  .29 
3.81 

0.71 
20.10 
7.80 
2.79 
2.92 
1  .52 
60.52 

17.65 

0.07 

0.12 

22.06 

39.49 


SELECTED  COUNTY  GOVERNMENTS 

Tabie  9.  Selected  Large  County  Government  Water  and  Land  Quality  ControS 

From  Current  Charges:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


19 

and  Revenue 


County 


Total. 


Alameda,  Calif 

Allegheny ,  Pa 

Baltimore ,  Md 

Bergen,  N.J 

Bexar,  Tex 

Broward,  Fla 

Contra  Costa,  Calif. 


Cook,  111 

Cuyahoga,  Ohio. 
Dade,  Fla...... 

Dallas,  Tex.... 

Delaware ,  Pa. . . 

Erie,  N.Y 

Essex ,  Mass. . . . 


Essex,  N.J 

Fairfax,  Va. . . . 
Franklin,  Ohio. 

Fulton,  Ga 

Hami 1 t on ,  Ohio. 
Harris,  Tex. . . . 
Hennepin,  Minn. 


Hillsborough,  Fla. 

Hudson,  N.J 

Jackson,  Mo 

Jefferson ,  Ala. . . . 

Jefferson,  Ky 

King,  Wash 

Lake ,  Ind 


Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Macomb,  Mich 

Maricopa,  Ariz 

Middlesex,  Mass.... 

Middlesex,  N.J 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Monroe,  N.Y 


Montgomery,  Md... 
Montgomery,  Ohio. 
Montgomery,  Pa... 
Multnomah,  Oreg. . 

Nassau,  N.Y 

Norfolk,  Mass. . . . 
Oakland ,  Mich. . . . 


Oklahoma,  Okla 

Orange,  Cal if 

Pinellas,  Fla 

Prince  Georges,  Md. 
Riverside,  Calif... 
Sacramento,  Calif.. 
Salt  Lake,  Utah. .  . . 


St.  Louis,  Mo 

San  Bernardino,  Calif. 

San  Diego,  Calif 

San  Mateo,  Calif 

Santa  Clara,  Calif.... 

Shelby,  Tenn 

Suffolk,  N.Y 


Summit ,  Ohio 

Tarrant,  Tex 

Union,  N.J 

Wayne,  Mich 

Westchester,  N.Y. 
Worcester,  Mass.. 


Water  quality  control 


Revenue 

from 
sewerage 
charges 


121 ,92: 


4,056 
291 


299 

8,937 


22,300 

857 

4,053 


17 
,996 


4,324 


839 
299 


14,918 


461 

3,416 

78 

2,447 

62 

160 


Expenditure 


1  58 

329 

20,562 

903 

6,522 
1  ,778 


3,434 

87,271 

5 


24,802 

1,454 

8,944 

1,523 

379 


hK 

70 

10,576 

26,251 

2,538 

478 


4,389 
909 
108 

669 

7,545 

46,076 

2,135 
4,583 

644 
61 ,099 


276 

237 

7,767 

285 


199 

11,258 

5,281 

1  ,  143 

3,349 

635 

77,070 

9,437 

36 

27 

51,941 

31 ,044 


Current 
operation 


156,979 

158 

329 

4,988 

15 

4,763 

917 


2,999 

12,735 

5 

3,545 


14,295 

1,124 

986 

453 

366 


254 

70 

331 

3,824 

98 

122 


4,332 
276 
L08 

620 

21,555 

1  ,576 
1  ,557 

587 
14,195 


276 

237 
,851 
285 


179 
1  ,687 
4,464 
1  ,085 
1,545 

201 
9,294 

2,546 
36 

13,340 
5,687 


Capital  outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


416,315 


1  ,409 
860 


433 
,153 


9,458 

35 

6,646 

1  ,056 


10,245 
22,392 


612 

49 

24,100 

522 
453 

45 
46,772 


9,508 
795 

1  ,804 

434 

67,251 

5,165 

27 
36,105 
25,290 


1  ,04  9 

47 

131 

14 

13 


37 

1  ,241 


2,472 
67 


Intergovern- 
mental 


3,323 


248 
1  ,181 


.\440 


1,332 


Land   quality    control 


Revenue 

ironi 
sanitation 
charges 


53  ,632 


1  .]■■ 
844 
VI 2 


12,302 
137 


- 

347 

3,532 

4  ,837 

125 

44 

1  ,066 

1  ,465 

- 

4 

128 

263 

- 

594 

372 

902 

- 

102 

33 

59 

291 

472 

254 

9,721 

234 

1,047 


37 

4,864 
43 

7,185 
144 


2,125 

1  ,194 

22 


3,113 


Expenditure 


110,701 
546 


11,729 
924 


1  ,367 
99 


29 
13  ,  724 


3  ,690 


4,303 

4,205 

7 

'739 

HM 

149 

5,693 

11 ,552 

4,760 

83  5 

129 

34 

42 
5,268 


1,592 
9,264 
1  ,999 

16 

2,470 

5,556 

432 

132 

219 

15 


14 

36 

717 

3,431 


Current 
operation 


97,113 

546 

306 

10,901 

924 


29 

10,692 


2  80 

4  ,629 

30 

1  ,075 

4 

452 


4 ,  205 

7 

665 

189 

]  19 

4,081 

10, 181 

4  ,359 

667 


4,201 

5,317 
1,582 

7,680 
1  .747 

16 

2,459 

5,3  90 

432 

132 

!19 

is 


14 

36 

717 

2,270 


-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 
Amounts  recorded  as  current  operation  and  capital  outlay  will  not  add  to  total  because  of  the  inclusion  of  intergovernmental  payments  in  total. 


20  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  CONTROL 

Table  10.  Selected  Large!  County  Government  Air  and  Other  Environmental  Quality  Control 

Expenditure:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Air  quality  control 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Other  environmental  quality  control 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Total. 


Alameda ,    Calif 

ghei i 

Baltimore,  Md 

Bergen,  N. J 

Bexar,  lex 

.  ird  ,  Fla 

ra  Costa,  Calif. 


Cook,  111 

Cuyahoga,  Ohio. 

Dade,  Fla 

Dallas,  lex.... 
Delaware,  Pa. . . 

Erie,  N.Y 

Essex ,  Mass . . . . 


Essex  ,  N.J 

Fairfax,  Va. . . . 
Franklin,  Ohio. 

Fulton,  Ca 

Hamilton,  Ohio. 
Han  i  s  ,  Tex.  .  .  . 
Hennepin,  Minn. 


Hi  J lsborough,  Fla. 

,  N.J 

Jackson,  Mo 

Jefferson,  Ala. . . . 

Jefferson,  i  

King .  Wash 

Lake,  Ind 


•  Calif. 

Macomb,  Mich 

p;  .  Ari 

Middlesex,  Mass.... 

N.J 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Monroe,  N.V 


Mon1 gomery  .  Md . . . 
Montgomery,  Ohio. 
■    imery ,  Pa. . . 
Multnomah, 

iu,  N.V 

c  ,  Mas  .  .  .  - 
Oakland,  Mich. .. . 


ma,  okla 

Orange,  Ca lit 

las,  Fla 

Prince  George  .  Md 
ide,  Ca  L if .  . . 
Sacramenl o, 
lall  :  aki  ,  Utah. . . . 


ouis,  M< 

nardino,  Ca  1  i  F. 

igo .  Cal  if 

.  Cali  f 

lata,  Cali 1 . . . . 

,  Tenn 

k ,  N.Y 


Summi  t.Ohio 

Tarrant ,  Tex 

n ,  N.J 

Wayne,  Mich 

er ,  N . Y . 
Worcc 


20,2fi2 


1 , 1  44 

■181 


1  ,267 
185 


218 


275 
T70 
349 


341 

2 

428 

x692 

l112 

16 


93 
348 


143 
978 


6l5 
9 


317 
'l,378 


170 
'488 
'276 


446 

'589 

1,759 


260 
182 


2,004 
162 


13,930 

1,130 

481 

28 

187 

1  ,230 
185 

591 


261 

18 

349 


428 

575 


18 

93 

339 


2 
250 


143 
959 


612 

9 

317 

39 
170 

59 
244 


416 

23 

1,612 


260 
182 


1  ,993 
162 


30 

147 


1  ,871 

1 


136 
54 


39 

6 
66 
48 
20 
16 
118 


1  ,83  2 


136 
45 


39 
6 
58 
48 
20 
16 
118 


bo  z er o . 

Amount      i]   1  as  current  operation  and  capital  outlay  will  not  add  to  total  because  of  the  inclusion  of  intergovernmental  payments  in  total. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS,  BY  TYPE  21 

Table  11.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and 
Sanitation  Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities:    Fiscal  Year  1976-77 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


State  and  type  of  government 


Sewerage 

Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 

Direct  e> 

penditure 

Direct  expendit 

ire 

Revenue 

from 
charges 

Revenue 

from 
charges 

Total 

Current 
operation 

Capital 

outlay 

Total 

Current 
operation 

Capital 

Construction 

Other 

outlay 

2,446,350 

6,465,506 

2,316,165 

3,949,747 

199,594 

661 ,444 

2,336,907 

2, 103,549 

233,258 

233,572 

1 ,008,000 

240,318 

727,464 

40,218 

111 ,93  2 

284 ,734 

237,097 

47,637 

1  ,728,143 

3,690,538 

1,446, 181 

2,120,937 

123 ,420 

523,785 

1 ,888,122 

1 .735, 139 

152,983 

86,539 

328,600 

110,706 

210,962 

6,872 

15,126 

147,985 

121 ,995 

25,990 

398,096 

1 ,438,368 

518,900 

890,384 

29,084 

10,601 

15,966 

9,318 

6,648 

24,296 

82,993 

23,187 

51,288 

8,518 

12,136 

32,428 

30,206 

2,223 

3,996 

26,159 

3  ,732 

22,392 

35 

2,275 

6  ,949 

6  ,  504 

44  5 

20,300 

56,834 

19,455 

28,896 

8,483 

9,861 

25,479 

23,701 

1  ,778 

5,412 

12,068 

8,073 

23,943 

52 

2,997 

6,415 

5,837 

578 

- 

32 

- 

32 

- 

- 

1,159 

1  ,053 

106 

5,412 

32,036 

8,073 

23,911 

52 

2,997 

5,256 

4,7  84 

472 

14,965 

57,604 

14,956 

40,558 

2,089 

8,695 

3  9,366 

34  ,616 

4,751 

2,380 

26,826 

3,656 

22,902 

267 

466 

2,201 

2,013 

188 

12,543 

30,455 

11,158 

17,481 

1,816 

8,229 

37,  165 

32,603 

4,562 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

- 

- 

" 

- 

13,823 

22.,  666 

9,505 

12,469 

692 

11 ,865 

12,839 

10,805 

2,03  '■ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

57 

614 

606 

8 

13,752 

22,625 

9,464 

12,469 

692 

11 ,808 

12,225 

10, 199 

2.025 

71 

41 

41 

- 

" 

- 

" 

" 

- 

238,121 

606,896 

230,957 

347,619 

28,320 

96,019 

193,864 

182 , 165 

1  1,699 

23,480 

75,755 

28,335 

46,337 

1,083 

15,572 

40,402 

36  ,819 

3,583 

147,060 

319,119 

129,400 

177,301 

12,418 

79,867 

152,635 

1  1  1,73  8 

7,898 

67,581 

212,022 

73,223 

123,981 

14,819 

580 

826 

608 

218 

52,294 

85,322 

34,499 

47,924 

2,899 

3,828 

16,044 

14,02  9 

2,015 

1  ,510 

5,750 

994 

4,756 

- 

1  ,318 

1  ,790 

1  ,702 

89 

33,165 

47,360 

22,605 

23,096 

1,659 

2,510 

14,254 

12,3  27 

1,927 

17,618 

32,212 

10,900 

20,072 

1  ,240 

- 

- 

- 

- 

9,784 

109,836 

38,875 

68,827 

2,  133 

2,348 

27,540 

26,641 

899 

2,287 

44,650 

16,738 

27,859 

53 

1,540 

15,165 

14,902 

263 

6,943 

46,934 

11,603 

33,320 

2,011 

805 

12,349 

11 ,713 

636 

554 

18,252 

10,535 

7,648 

69 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(  N  A  1 

19,078 

39,951 

13, 195 

21,580 

5,177 

2,092 

5,904 

5,154 

750 

10,500 

26,286 

8,902 

12,209 

5,176 

2,068 

3,114 

2,367 

747 

8,578 

13,665 

4,293 

9,371 

1 

24 

2,7  90 

2,788 

3 

lb, 976 

58,367 

14,203 

43,859 

305 

1  ,548 

24,403 

22,236 

2,167 

163,588 

435,621 

109,878 

311 ,502 

14,240 

78,757 

13  9,939 

1 17,999 

21 ,941 

29,874 

157,886 

19,729 

126,917 

11,240 

19,784 

31,824 

21 ,279 

10,544 

122,887 

265,570 

80,066 

182,613 

2,890 

58,973 

108, 1)6 

96,720 

11 ,396 

10,827 

12,165 

10,083 

1  ,972 

110 

- 

" 

" 

- 

61 ,520 

84 ,912 

38,096 

44,536 

2,280 

32,503 

56,794 

49,420 

7,374 

22,253 

31 ,158 

10,080 

20,557 

521 

11 ,435 

5,727 

13,188 

2,539 

39,266 

53,754 

28,016 

23,980 

1  ,759 

21 ,069 

41  ,067 

36,232 

4,835 

5,118 

56,642 

9,406 

36,653 

10,583 

937 

14,954 

8,284 

6,670 

327 

14,354 

1  ,781 

2,540 

10,033 

158 

729 

592 

137 

4,791 

42,288 

7,625 

34,113 

550 

779 

14 ,225 

7,692 

6,533 

6,345 

14,109 

5,331 

8,322 

456 

4,852 

6,761 

6  ,  200 

561 

1 

122 

82 

- 

40 

1,108 

2,775 

2,708 

6  7 

5,813 

13,590 

4,853 

8,322 

416 

3,745 

3,987 

3,4  93 

49  1 

531 

396 

395 

- 

1 

" 

- 

" 

- 

80,535 

394,360 

183,678 

203,785 

6,898 

11  ,536 

133,667 

116,963 

16.704 

1,484 

1  ,600 

943 

618 

39 

897 

1,827 

1,090 

737 

42,525 

128,635 

56,143 

68,080 

4,412 

10,639 

131 ,840 

115,873 

16,967 

260 

2,152 

57 

2,095 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

36,266 

261,973 

126,534 

132,992 

2,447 

- 

" 

- 

" 

65,537 

126,740 

65,355 

55,391 

5,994 

2,680 

27,092 

25,887 

1,205 

- 

147 

147 

- 

- 

786 

3,604 

3,527 

77 

65,371 

126,194 

64,860 

55,344 

5,990 

1  ,894 

23,488 

22,360 

1,128 

166 

398 

348 

47 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

27,266 

94,927 

26,623 

66,354 

1,950 

11 ,275 

19,313 

17,518 

1  ,795 

121 

153 

153 

- 

- 

964 

3  ,  003 

2,603 

400 

27,021 

94,528 

26,336 

66,271 

1,921 

10,311 

16,310 

14,915 

1  ,395 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

(NA) 

- 

- 

- 

- 

United  Stales,  total 

Coun Lies 

Cities 

Townshi ps 

Special  districts 

Alabama  ,  total , 

Count  i  es , 

Cities , 

Alaska,  total 

Boroughs , 

Cities 

2 

Arizona,  total  

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Arkansas,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Cal i  f ornia ,  total 

Counties 

Ci ties 

Special  districts 

Col orado, total 

Count i es 

Cities ■. 

Special  districts 

Connecticut ,  total  

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 

Delaware,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

District  of  Columbia,  total 

Florida,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special   districts 

Georgia,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Hawaii ,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Idaho,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Illinois,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Townshi  ps 

Special  districts 

Indiana,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

2 

Iowa,  total  

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


22  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  CONTROL 

Table  11.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and 
Sanitation  Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77 — Continued 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


State  and  type  of  government1 


Sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construction 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Kansas ,  total 

Counties 

Ci : ics 

,  3 

Kentucky,  total  

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Loui  siana,  total  

Counties 

u ties 

Special  districts 

Maine- ,  total 

L1  i  es 

Cities 

Townships 

al  districts 

3 

Maryland,  total  

Counties  

Cities 

Special  districts 

Massachusetts,  total  

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 

Michigan,  total 

1  i  •:■  s 

Cities 

ish  ips 

Special  districts 

Minnesota,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 

Missi  ssippi ,  total 

Counties 

I   ' 1CS 

1  i   mri ,  total 

Counties 

Citi es 

Special  districts 

2   3 

Montana,  total    

Count  Les 

es 

Special  districts 

Nehraska,  total 

i'  Les 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Nevada,  total 

Counties 



Spec i a  I  districts 

3 

New  Hampshire,  total  



Citi es 

Townships 

Special  districts 

New  Jersey,  total 

Counties 

Citie: 

Townsh ips 

Special  districts 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  tabic. 


18,016 

280 

17,736 

29,235 

5 

24,305 

4,925 

25,062 

2,464 

22,219 

(NA) 

4,731 

2,158 

804 

1,769 

75,460 
12,507 
22,878 
40,075 

19,062 
12,292 

6,770 

(NA) 

163,318 
18,913 

135,230 
7,596 
1,579 

48,253 
42 

48,067 

29 

115 

9,855 

12 

9,843 

40,600 

17 

25,544 

15,039 

6,592 

41 

6,544 

(NA) 

16,379 

14,215 
2,164 

9,642 
187 

9,035 
419 

7,881 

1  ,642 

6,216 

22 

99,363 

21,224 
15,494 
62,644 


45,727 
10,824 
34,903 

55,355 

30 

39,710 

15,616 

68,554 
13,480 
54,806 

(NA) 

32,382 

13,574 

10, 144 

8,664 

170,783 
33,288 
51,696 
85,799 

112,309 

54,305 

57,493 

(NA) 

341,464 
99,590 

226,670 
6,817 
8,387 

192,319 

143 

72,380 

16 

119,780 

18,428 

258 

18, 170 

125,745 
10,579 
83,466 
31,701 

12,572 

940 

11,603 

(NA) 

36,241 

34,549 
1,692 

10,885 

293 

7,567 

3,025 

31,208 

40 

4,766 

26,389 
12 

282,165 

1  ,213 

47,932 

34,070 

198,950 


16,505 

2,022 

14,483 

26,920 

30 

21,571 

5,319 

31,051 

5,552 

25,273 

(NA) 

6,504 

2,491 
2,562 

1  ,451 

56,910 
10,694 
20,660 
25,556 

34,358 
16,942 
17,040 

(NA) 

139,201 
23,075 

107.649 
6,775 
1  ,702 

53,706 
33 

34,094 
16 

19,563 

9,639 

80 

9,559 

35,980 

334 

17,693 

17,954 

6,269 

930 

5,310 

(NA) 

11,649 

11 ,382 
267 

6,886 

181 

4,904 

1,801 

7,284 

2,600 
4,681 

2 

90,648 
240 
29,659 
16,486 
44,263 


28,189 

8,801 

19,388 

27,952 

17,655 
10,297 

36,193 

7,825 

28,326 

(NA) 

25,121 

10,588 
7,356 
7,177 

111,453 
21 ,934 
29,835 
59,684 

75,246 
35,902 
39,209 

(NA) 

188,133 
73,768 
107,891 

6,474 

133,756 

110 

33,446 

100,200 

8,145 

178 

7,967 

87,662 
10,245 
64,114 
13,303 

5,550 

1 

5,549 

(NA) 

23,682 

22,264 
1,418 

3,762 

110 

2,441 

1  ,211 

23,514 

40 

2,  107 

21,357 
10 

187,636 

973 

15,899 

17,271 

153,493 


1  ,033 

1 

1,032 


483 
483 


1,311 

103 

1,207 

(NA) 

757 

495 

226 

36 

2,420 
660 

1  ,201 
559 

2,705 
1,461 
1,244 

(NA) 

14,131 

2,747 

11 , 131 

42 

211 

4,857 

4,840 

17 

644 

644 

2,103 

1  ,659 
444 

753 

9 

744 

(NA) 

910 

903 

7 

237 

222 
13 


59 

351 


3,882 

2,374 

314 

1,195 


12,837 
3,065 
9,772 

6,389 

73 
6,299 

(NA) 

13,124 

1  ,  185 

11 ,939 


17,831 

15,837 

1  ,995 

(NA) 

2,3  96 

1  ,  149 
1  ,247 


12,715 

1,086 

7,661 

148 

3,820 

9,  126 
1  ,  110 
8,016 


2,737 

233 

2,504 

6,919 

72 

6,847 


4,639 

36 

4,317 

(NA) 

2,834 

1  ,113 
1,721 


1,632 

139 

1,270 


78 

48 

(NA) 

6,035 
592 
880 
379 

4,  184 


15,380 
3,508 
11,872 

23,338 

965 

22,226 

(NA) 

47,811 
10,250 
37,562 


4,679 

9 

1,907 

2,763 


65,725 
36,322 
29,372 

(NA) 

66,647 
44,311 
22,336 


89,824 
2,030 

77,216 
1  ,097 
9,481 

20,440 

2,340 

18,099 


4,465 

3,193 
1,266 

(NA) 

81 ,217 

2,732 

53,812 

21 , 189 

3,485 


14,605 
3,423 

11,272 

20,864 

917 

19,876 

(NA) 

43,194 

9,595 

33,599 


3,111 

9 

1,756 

1,347 


58,490 
33,495 
24,974 

(NA) 

64,194 
43,453 
20,741 


81,372 
1,921 

74,702 
1,078 
3,671 

19,509 

1,876 

17,632 


20,355 

16,070 

5,718 

3,514 

14,637 

12,556 

27,567 

22,605 

152 

152 

27,415 

22,453 

5,515 

4,980 

904 

756 

4,321 

4,066 

(NA) 

(NA) 

9,948 

8,728 

785 

761 

9,163 

7.967 

2,267 

2,267 

211 

211 

1  ,871 

1  .871 

184 

184 

4,288 

3,166 

1  ,116 

(NA) 

76,432 

1,713 

51,082 

20,152 

3,485 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS,  BY  TYPE  23 

Table  11.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and 
Sanitation  Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities:    Fiscal  Year  1976-77 — Continued 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


State  and  type  of  government1 


Sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construction 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


New  Mexico,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

New  York,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Townships 

North  Carolina,  total  

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

North  Dakota ,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Ohio,  total 

Count i  es 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Oklahoma,  total  

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Oregon,  total 

Counties 

Cities .- 

Special  districts 

Pennsylvania,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 

Rhode  Island,  total 

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 

South  Carolina,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

South  Dakota,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Tennessee,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

3 

Texas ,  total  

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Utah,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

Vermont ,  total 

Cities 

Townships 

Virginia,  total 

Counties 

Cities 

Special  districts 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


7,361 

328 

7,033 

114,024 

25,507 

80,490 

8,027 

52,496 

541 

50,275 

1  ,681 

3  ,  503 

3,503 

188,395 

32,200 

155,437 

758 

17,206 

17,206 

INA) 

42, 133 
r>  ,  7  3  2 

30,665 
5,736 

176,641 

554 

86,818 

31,819 

57,450 

3,668 

1,933 

760 

■'.'• 


11,933 
8,108 


3,097 
69 


51 ,964 


50,204 
1,622 


139,281 
12,745 

9,288 

7,321 
1,967 

4,191 
2,472 
1.719 

90,660 
37,321 
35,375 
17,964 


18,013 

445 

17,568 

679,460 

287,639 

297,315 

94,506 

93,693 

16, 178 

76,209 

1  ,  306 

13,289 

1 
13,288 

282,652 
66,007 

200,498 
16, 147 

69,936 

69,673 
(NA) 

107,856 
30,633 
66,945 
10,278 

278,549 

955 

120,613 

27,256 

129,725 

58,218 

28,390 

20,314 

9,515 

38,005 

481 
:■!  ,i.  -I 
15,890 

5,286 
6 

5,  166 
114 

:  'i.iii. 

1,655 

112.394 

6,011 


240,401 

119,917 

22,185 

14 

16,492 

5,680 

5,425 
3,689 

1  ,737 

192, 136 
59,372 
99,671 
33,094 


5,988 
421 

5,567 


39,257 

706 

37,446 

1,10  1 

2,365 

1 

2,364 

153,284 
24,636 

116,691 
11 ,956 

1 1 ,596 

11,551 
(NA) 

40,306 

5,541 

26,044 

8,720 

147,626 

845 

64,435 

21 ,909 

60,437 

15,894 
5,481 

1  .901 
8,512 

16,223 

344 

9,609 

6,270 

2  .  7  1  1 

6 

2,678 

30 

32,970 

455 

31,630 

887 

115,065 

91,960 
23,105 

7,  190 

14 

4,840 

2,336 

4,013 
2,523 
1  ,490 

57,985 

20,513 

30,334 

7,138 


11 ,930 

18 

11,912 

500.696 

224,469 

209,360 

66,867 

42,286 
15,353 
26 ,802 

130 

10,662 

10,662 

118,671 

37,452 

77,434 

3,786 

56,479 

56,261 
(NA) 

66,715 

24,627 

40,646 

1,442 

123,287 

80 

53,900 

4  ,  202 
65,105 

42,2  18 
22,877 
18,380 

961 


11,387 
9,503 


2 

214 

81 

75 

274 

1 

177 

69 

105 

4 

993 

236,281 


141,357 
94,924 


1  [ 

140 

3 

069 

1 

307 

1 

081 

226 

29 

702 

36 

793 

67 

118 

25 

791 

4,849 
1,321 
2,071 
1  ,457 

12,151 

119 

11 ,960 

72 


10,697 

3,919 

6,373 

404 


1,861 
(NA) 

8  3  5 
464 
255 

116 

7,636 
30 
2,278 
1,145 
4,183 

107 
32 

33 


811 

56 

638 

117 

278 

274 


11,660 
132 


7,804 
1  ,888 


511 
274 

105 
84 
21 

4,449 
2,066 
2,218 

165 


11 ,437 

283 

11 , 154 

24,657 
4,116 

12,929 
7,611 

4,176 

956 

3,220 

(NA) 

4,429 

4,429 

20,646 

2,454 

18,193 


23,572 
23,572 


1,343 
815 
527 


24,157 
5,026 

12,716 
4,739 
1  ,676 

98 

57 


3,975 

1,908 

2,058 

9 

1,882 

248 

1,634 


15,164 
317 

14,738 
109 

80,604 

602 

79,930 

(NA) 

5,147 

235 

4,912 


159 

114 

45 

12,978 
7,321 
5,657 


13.276 

463 

12,813 

408,273 

li,,  01 

520,457 

71,315 

53,536 

14,308 

3  9,217 

(NA) 

4,648 
1 

4,647 

96,688 

6,38  9 

90,300 


23, 163 

46 

23,117 


5,979 
2,049 
3,930 


107,759 

9,234 

84,414 

12,622 

1,490 

7,833 
5,948 
1  ,885 


26,215 

10,674 

15,231 

309 

2,856 

535 
2,321 


56,580 

6,645 

49,746 

190 

121,344 

1,591 

119,638 

(NA) 

8,233 
2,936 
5,297 


9  ■■ . 
217 
735 

57,007 
17,484 
39,523 


1 1 ,84  1 

409 

1 1 ,433 

367,229 
10,810 
105, 702 

50, 717 

44,805 
10,688 

54  ,  106 
(NA) 

3  ,  932 

1 

3,931 

85,328 
5,907 

7  4.-122 


20,385 

4  1 

20,341 


'3,4  70 
1  ,54b 
3,873 


104 ,818 

9,02  2 

82,683 

12,183 

931 

7,494 
5  ,686 
1  ,808 


22,398 

8,856 

13,294 

249 

2,432 

383 

2,049 


51  ,379 

5,003 

46, 186 

190 

112,623 

1  ,408 

111 ,100 

(NA) 

7,416 
2,506 
4,910 


907 
189 

719 

52,267 
16,119 


I  ,4  34 

54 

1  .  S80 

4  1  , 04  3 

5,691 

1  1,754 

20,598 

8,731 

3  ,620 

5,111 

(NA) 

716 


1 1 

,360 

48  2 

10 

,878 

2 

,778 

2 

,776 

509 

453 

56 

,941 

212 

1 

,731 

438 

559 

340 

.,  i 

77 

3 

,817 

1 

,819 

1 

,937 

61 

424 

1  52 

27  2 

5 

201 

1 

642 

3 

559 

8 

722 

184 

8 

538 

. .  A  1 

817 

430 

387 

16 

4,740 
1  ,365 
3,375 


24  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  CONTROL 

Table  11.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and 
Sanitation  Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities:    Fiscal  Year  1976-77 — Continued 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Sewerage 

Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 

State  and  type  of  government1 

Revenue 

from 
charges 

Direct  ex 

penditure 

Revenue 

from 
charges 

Direct  expenditure 

Total 

Current 
operation 

Capital 

Dutlay 

Total 

Current 
operation 

Capital 

Construction 

Other 

outlay 

62.804 

853 

47,425 

14,525 

15,855 

14,958 
896 

50,456 

39,328 
102 

11,026 

2,918 

2,710 
208 

93,794 

7,628 

57,368 

28,797 

23,049 

66 

21,548 

1,435 

159,448 

15 

109,476 

771 

49,186 

6,622 

6,435 
187 

42,443 

3,203 

27,191 

12,049 

12,935 

66 

12,506 

364 

73,551 
15 

47,531 
64 

25,491 

2,472 

2,358 
114 

48,512 

4,169 

27,831 

16,512 

9,763 

8,707 
1  ,056 

84,579 

60,903 

679 
22,996 

3,958 

3,902 
56 

2,838 
256 

2,346 
236 

350 

335 
15 

1,318 

1,041 
28 

249 

191 

175 
16 

33,371 

5,631 

27,739 

5,632 
5,632 

1,877 

591 

1,286 

3,031 
3,031 

40,443 
10,518 
29,925 

10,084 

971 

9,113 

46,194 

2,686 

43,079 

429 

3,857 

49 

3,809 

35,137 

7,521 

27,615 

8,866 

773 

8,093 

41,168 

1,608 

39,139 

421 

3,299 

49 

3,251 

5,306 
2,996 

2,310 

1,218 
198 

1,020 

■ 

5,026 

1,078 

3,940 

8 

_ 

558 

_ 

558 

_ 

Note:   Because  of  rounding,  detail  may  not.  add  to  totals.   These  data  arc  estimates  subject  to  the  sampling  variation  as  described  in  the  text; 
sampling  error  'ends  to  be,  'in  the  average,  considerably  higher  for  the  detail  figures  than  for  the  summary  totals. 

-  Represents  zero  or  rounds  to  zero. 

NA  Not  available. 

'Type  of  government  entries  have  been  omitted  under  States  in  which  the  type  of  government  does  not  exist  as  well  as  in  cases  where  no  data  were 
reported. 

2Special  district  government  sewerage  data  for  fiscal  1976-77  not  available.   However,  because  estimates  of  their  activities  (based  on  prior  year 
reports)  are  included  in  Statewide  and  National  totals,  the  type  of  government  detail  will  not  add  to  the  totals. 

3Special  district  government  other  sanitation  data  for  fiscal  1976-77  not  available.   However,  because  estimates  of  their  activities  (based  on 
prior  year  reports)  are  included  in  the  Statewide  and  National  totals,  the  type  of  government  detail  will  not  add  to  totals. 

4Sewerage  data  for  Howard  County,  Maryland  not  available. 
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Table  12.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and  Sanitation 
Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities  in  74  Major  SMSA's  and  Their  County  Areas:    FiscaFYear  1976-77 

(Dollaramounts,  except  per  capita,  in  thousands) 


SMSA  and  county  area 


Population, 

1976 
(estimated , 


from 
charges 


Direct  expenditur 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


Per 
capita, 

total 
direct 
expend- 

i  ture 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
cha rges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Per 
capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


74  selected  SMSA's,  total 114,988,200 


irraingham,  Ala.  SMSA. 
Jefferson  County...- 
St.  Clair  County. . . . 

Shelby  County 

Walker  County 


Phoenix,  Ariz.  SMSA: 

Maricopa  County  (entire  SMSA) 


Anaheim-Santa  Ana-Garden  Grove,  Calif.  SMSA: 
Orange  County  (entire  SMSA) 


Los  Angeles-Long  Beach,  Calif.  SMSA: 
Los  Angeles  County  .(entire  SMSA).. 


Riverside-San  Bernardino-Ontario,  Calif.  SMSA, 

Riverside  County 

San  Bernardino  County 


Sacramento,  Calif.  SMSA. 

Placer  County 

Sacramento  County 

Yolo  County 


San  Diego,  Calif.  SMSA: 
San  Diego  County  (enti 


San  Francisco-Oakland,  Calif.  SMSA. 

Al ameda  County  1 

Contra  Costa  County1 

Marin  County 

San  Francisco  County 

San  Mateo  County 


San  Jose,  Calif.  SMSA: 

Santa  Clara  County  (entire  SMSA). 


Denver-Boulder,  Colo.  SMSA. 

Adams  County1 

Arapahoe  County1 

Boulder  County 

Denver  County  1 

Douglas  County 

Gilpin  County 

Jefferson  County 


Connecticut  State  Economic  Area 
(Bridgeport) : 
Fairfield  County  (entire  SEA). 


Connecticut  State  Economic  Area  C  (Hartford): 
Hartford  County  t  entire  SEA } 


Connecticut  State  Economic  Area  B  (New  Haven): 
New  Haven  County  (entire  SEA) 


Wilmington,  Del .-N. J . -Md. 
New  Castle  County,  Del. 

Salem  County,  N.J 

Cecil  County,  Md 


Washington,  D.C.-Md.-Va.  SMSA. 

Washington,  D.C 

Charles  County,  Md 

Montgomery  County,  Md.1 

Prince  Georges  County,  Md .  * . 

Arlington  County,  Va 

Fairfax  County,  Va 

Loudoun  County,  Va 

Prince  William  County,  Va... 

Alexandria  city,  Va 

Fairfax  city,  Va 

Falls  Church  city,  Va 

Manassas  city,  Va 

Manassas  Park  city,  Va 


Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood,  Fla.  SMSA: 
Broward  County  (entire  SMSA) 


803 , 100 

652,700 

34 , 300 

51,600 

64,500 


1,243,200 


1,255,500 
453,000 
712,500 

903,200 

95,700 

702,800 

104,700 


1,623,400 

3,158,800 
1,095,400 
597,900 
219,300 
665,000 
581,200 


,442,500 
222,000 
225,800 
167,900 
481,500 
19,000 
1,900 
324,400 


763,000 

519,200 

401,200 

62,900 

55,100 

3,035,900 

702,000 

63,300 

577,400 

675,500 

153,500 

525,500 

50,000 

128,500 

108,100 

21,000 

9,400 

12,400 

9,300 


3,996 
38 


15,227 
5,591 
9,636 

23,255 
1  ,860 

19,967 
1,4  28 


21,722 

46,398 

12,752 

17,009 

1,062 

6,060 

9,515 


29  .  179 

38,968 
5,362 
4,558 

3,4  1.: 
22,533 


2,338 

18,57  1 

17,065 

1  ,  178 

328 

89,463 

16,976 

187 

19,309 

21,120 

3,536 

22,662 

233 

1,814 

1,603 

1,078 

346 

494 

105 


36,539 
35,068 


1,  145 
291 


37,117 
11,083 
26,034 

61,935 
5,258 

54,497 
2,  180 


33,435 

75,078 
21,088 
21,816 

2,324 
21,058 

8,792 


69.663 

61,701 
6,019 

14,599 
4,492 

32,543 

1 


3  J 


,569 


5 

30,393 

781 

1,311 

189,084 

58,367 

10,209 

32,764 

35,302 

1,658 

21,421 

764 

2,279 

24,586 

819 

(60 


13,94  6 
4,646 
9,300 


19,984 
1,437 


19,54  2 

40,126 
14,858 

11 .307 
1,785 
5,592 
6,584 


14,878 
3,606 


2,460 
12,786 


56,728 

14,203 

219 

12,285 

12,875 

1,658 

11,835 

175 

1,  134 

816 

815 

174 

501 

38 


22,405 

6,  )  27 
16,278 


,  182 

.  If.  I 


36 

,180 

,267 

33 

,655 

258 

13 

,715 

SO 

,620 

6 

,090 

10 

,030 

492 

12 

,127 

1 

,881 

54 

,010 

35 

1  1 

2 

,268 

1  ! 

780 

1 

9  S2 

18 

701 

833 

8 

669 

1  ! 

2  20 

17 

344 

19 

8  54 

19 

305 

78 

471 

50 

093 

43 

859 

9 

970 

20 

144 

22 

155 

8 

398 

589 

1 

104 

23 

673 

186 

14 

24, 

174 

766 

310 

.1 


910 
B58 
485 


,332 
140 
479 


1  ,  309 

145 


LOO 

1,056 


.26  3 

305 

20 

335 


45.  50 
53.  73 


20.41 
36.54 

68.  5  7 
54.94 
77.54 
20.82 


20.60 

23.77 
19.25 
36.48 
10.60 
31.67 
15.  13 


27.  1  1 
b4.65 
26.75 
67.59 

0.53 
12.48 


62.57 
75.76 


83.  14 
161.28 

56.74 
52.26 
10.80 
40.76 
15.28 
17.74 
227.44 
39.00 
38.30 
40.48 


7 


899 

818 


11,947 
3,763 
8,  184 

16 ,4  50 

365 

14,355 

1  .730 


5,313 
3,193 


35 
221 

422 
179 


1,911 
1  .862 

49 

23,006 

1,548 

115 

10,705 
5,  !83 
1,688 
3,552 


,  748 
,154 


14  9 


14,944 

74,495 

11,460 
5,290 
6,  170 

18,079 

283 

15,945 

1  ,851 


13,267 
4,179 
857 
208 
5,689 
2  334 


12,193 

1  ,277 

455 

699 

8,782 


5,898 
4,753 


55,349 

24,403 

216 

12,098 

7,260 

3,006 

5,197 

206 

442 

1,922 

196 

21  i 

182 


.■111 
,884 


I  I  i 
3  1. 5 


10,983 
5,063 
5,920 


14,205 
1,848 


13,061 

4,178 

857 


H,4  3n 

10,373 

1,0)3 
412 

653 

7,3  26 


4,044 
336 

■■i 

50,779 
22,236 


.  I  10 
149 
394 

,665 
196 
213 


141,992 

315 


477 

7  2  7 


1,756 

13 

1,740 


U)l 
104 


1,  189 
709 

i   1!) 

290 

4,570 
2,167 


7. 'Ill 
1.90 
2.89 


9.74 
8.66 

20.02 

2.96 

22.69 

17.68 


8.55 
4.02 


4.  16 
18.24 
0.  32 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  12.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and  Sanitation 
Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities  in  74  Major  SMSA's  and  Their  County  Areas:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77— Continued 

(Dollar  amounts,  except  per  capita,  in  thousands) 


SMSA  and  county  area 


Population, 

1976 
(estimated ) 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct   expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital   outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


Per 

capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


3ther  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Per 

capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Jacksonville,  Fla.  SMSA 

Baker  County 

Clay  County 

Duval    County 

Nassau  County 

St.    .Johns   County 

Miami,  Fla.  SMSA: 

Dade  County  {entire  SMSA) 

Orlando,  Fla.  SMSA 

Orange  County 

Osceola  County 

Seminole  County 

Tampa-St.  Petersburg,  Fla.  SMSA 

Hillsborough  County 

Pasco  County 

Pinellas  County 

Atlanta,  Ga.  SMSA 

Butts  County 

Cherokee  County 

Clayton  County 

Cobb  County 

De  Kalb  County1 

Douglas  County 

Fayette  County 

Forsyth  County 

Fulton  County  * 

Gwinnett  County 

Henry  County 

Newton  County 

Paulding  County 

Rockdale  County 

Walton  County 

Honolulu,  Hawaii  SMSA: 

Honolulu  County  (entire  SMSA) 

Chicago,  111.  SMSA 

Cook  County 

Du  Page  County 

Kane  County 

Lake  County 

McHenry  County 

Kill  County 

Gary-Hammond-East  Chicago,  Ind.  SMSA 

Lake  County 

Porter  County 

Indianapolis,  Ind.  SMSA 

Boone  County 

Hami 1  ton  County 

Hancock  County 

Hendricks  County 

Johnson  County 

Marion  County 

Morgan  County 

Shelby  County 

Louisville,  Ky.-Ind.  SMSA 

Bullitt  County,  Ky 

Jefferson  County,  Ky 

Oldham  County,  Ky 

Clark  County,  Ind 

Floyd  County,  Ind 

New  Orleans,  La.  smsa 

Jefferson  Parish 

Orleans  Parish 

St.  Bernard  Parish 

St.  Tammany  Parish 

Baltimore,  Md.  SMSA 

Anne  Arundel  County 

Baltimore  County 

Baltimore  city 

Carroll  County 

Harford  County 

Howard  County3 


700,700 
12,800 
52,900 

564,600 
30,200 
40,200 


586,700 

409,700 

38,400 

138,600 

1,370,400 
581,300 
139.700 
649,400 


1, 


600 

12,300 

40,300 

133,700 

243,800 

453,800 

45,700 

18,700 

22,200 

571,000 

119,700 

28,900 

32,300 

22,000 

29,000 

29,200 


718,400 

7,006,400 
5,344,400 
558,000 
270,300 
406,000 
128,800 
298,900 

644,000 

545,500 

98,500 

1,139,500 
32,800 
71,500 
41, 100 
61 ,900 
70,000 
775,300 
48,400 
38,500 

884,200 
34,900 

689, 100 
19,900 
84,100 
56,200 

1,109,700 

407,100 

562,000 

59,300 

81,300 

2,152,400 
348,800 
645,700 
830,500 
84,300 
139,300 
103,800 


17,439 
55 
131 

16,434 
134 
685 


17,306 

14,348 

12,137 

547 

1,664 

36,644 

12,204 

573 

23,867 

37,275 

45 
3,349 
6,876 
9,844 

144 
64 


4,791 

51,439 

30,281 

12,607 

4,053 

2,985 

916 

597 

4,536 
3,569 

967 

8,710 

413 

1,020 

488 

419 

1,355 

4,232 

525 

258 

16,285 

248 

13,533 


11,776 

28 

275 

28,381 
4,069 
8,195 

12,882 

799 

2,436 


42,536 

120 

60 

40,267 

1,505 

584 


114,420 

25,312 

22,806 

877 

1,629 

83,053 

45,532 

857 

36,664 

51,847 

161 

46 

3,324 

8,270 

14,511 

92 

64 

26 

21,160 

979 

2,320 

300 


61 
175 
358 


42,288 

304,060 

263,433 

22,567 

9,459 

6,943 

869 

789 

13,756 
12,616 

1,  140 

33,955 
338 
857 
358 
383 
2,098 

29,475 
298 
148 

23,806 

157 

21,644 

1,068 
937 

36,715 

18,057 

15,449 

1,256 

1,953 

78,893 
15,005 
16,689 
40,498 
1,825 
4,876 


8,775 
204 
548 


8,284 

6,471 

612 


6,547 
677 


1,911 

4,070 

5,785 

77 

64 

26 

8.777 

845 

180 

238 

48 

163 

150 


7,625 

155,750 

140,949 

8,252 

3,209 

1  ,873 

772 

695 

8,422 

7,492 

930 

13,324 
337 
676 
345 
383 
1,357 
9,829 
249 
148 

12,192 

98 

10,418 

898 
778 

15,557 

4,909 

9,948 

403 

297 

24,958 
5,948 
4,439 

12,002 

648 

1,921 


31,344 
1,301 


16,760 

16,118 

262 

380 

63, 117 

38,708 

180 

24,229 

28,013 


1,390 
4,148 
8,482 


11,749 

129 

1,948 


143,758 
11.8,972 


6,098 
5,030 


,066 
210 


701 
19,545 


11, 100 

58 

10,772 

117 
153 

20,994 
13, 109 

5,431 
800 

1,654 

53,072 

8,709 

12,250 

28,151 

1,172 

2,790 


10.4  '..' 

268 

217 

3 

48 

491 


634 

5 

192 


550 

4,552 

3,512 

792 

152 


514 

1 

454 


863 
348 


1.13 
71.32 
4  9.83 


78.01 

43.  14 
55.67 
22.84 

11.75 

60.60 

78.33 

6.  13 

56.46 

28.76 

13.09 

1.14 

24.86 

33.92 

31.98 

2.01 

3.42 

1.  17 

37.06 

8.18 

80.28 

9.29 

2.77 

6.03 

12.26 


58.86 

43.40 
49.29 
40.44 
34.99 
17.  10 
6.75 
2.64 

21.36 


29.80 
10.30 
11.99 
8.71 
6.19 
29.97 
38.02 
6.  16 
3.84 

26.92 


12.70 
16.67 

33.09 
44.36 
27.49 
21.18 
24.02 

36.65 
43.02 
25.85 
48.76 
21.65 
35.00 


230 
1,405 


5,212 

4  ,213 

229 

770 

16,220 

5,625 

60 

10,535 

22,202 


1,442 
10,189 


163 
206 


779 

8,167 

6,325 

1,000 

484 

231 

56 


.360 
800 
,481 


,844 
844 
278 

17 
205 


8,509 

83 

hi 

7,249 

291 

656 


8,466 

7,248 

237 

981 

26,580 

15,444 

158 

10,978 

24,833 
62 

948 
1.581 
9,650 

180 


11,026 

272 

10 

460 

36 

216 


14,225 

116,402 
108,868 
1,803 
2,319 
1,895 
60 
1,457 


97 
,871 
117 


430 

578 

15,207 

5,359 

8,823 

674 

351 

40,780 

3,804 

10.743 

23,233 

357 

939 

1,704 


7,081 
274 

575 


7,600 
6,533 


18,535 

8,085 

152 


21,531 
62 


,391 
146 


,281 
257 
10 
390 
36 
195 
317 


7,692 

101,789 
94,588 
1,803 
2.053 
1.828 
60 
1,457 

4  ,  142 

3 ,  203 

939 


6,761 
117 
77 

9,  138 

32 

8.  124 

404 
578 

;  ,4  0 

5,322 

8,135 

674 

319 

36, 183 

3,608 

10,737 

19,244 

350 

819 

1,425 


715 

6 

145 

8,045 

7,359 

6 

680 

3,302 


14,613 
14,280 


801 

775 

26 


4,597 
196 


120 
279 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  12.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and  Sanitation 
Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities  in  74  Major  SMSA's  and  Their  County  Areas:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77— Continued 

(Dollar  amounts,  except  per  capita,  in  thousands) 


SMSA  and  county  area 


Population, 

1976 
(estimated ] 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Cons  truc- 
tlon 


Per 

capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Per 
capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Massachusetts  State  Economic  Area  C  (Bostc 

Essex  County 

Middlesex  County 

Norfolk  County 

Suffolk  County 

Massachusetts  State  Economic  Area  A 

(Springfield) 

Hampden  County 

Hampshire  County 

Massachusetts  State  Economic  Area  B 
\ Worcester  I : 
Worcester  County  ( enti  re  SEA ) 

Detroit,  Mich.  SMSA 

Lapeer  County 

Livingston  County 

Macomb  County 

Oakland  County 

St .  Clair  Covin ty 

Wayne  County 

Flint,  Mich.  SMSA 

Genesee  County 

Shiawassee  County 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  SMSA 

Kent  County 

Ottawa  County 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn. -Wis.  SMSA 

Anoka  County,  Minn.1  

Carver  County ,  Minn 

Chisago  Cuunty,  Minn 

Dakota  County,  Minn.1 

Hennepin  County,  Minn 

Ramsey  County ,  M inn .* 

Scott  County,  Minn.1 

Washington  County,  Minn 

Wright  County,  Minn 

St.  Croix  County,  Ivis 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.  SMSA 

Cass  County,  Mo 

Clay  County,  Mo. * 

Jackson  County ,  Mo . l 

Platte  County ,  Mo 

Ray  Coun  ty ,  Mo 

Johnson  County,  Kans 

Wyandotte  County,  Kans 

St.  Louis,  Mo. -111.  SMSA 

Franklin  County.  Mo 

Jefferson  County,  Mo 

St.  Charles  County,  Mo 

St.  Louis  County,  Mo 

St.  Louis  city,  Mo 

Clinton  County,  111 

Madison  County ,  111.1 

Monroe  County ,  111 

St.  Clair  County,  111.1 

Omaha,  Nebr.-Iowa  SMSA 

Douglas  County,  Nebr 

Sarpy  County ,  Nebr 

Pottawattamie  County,  Iowa 

Jersey  City,  N.J.  SMSA: 

Hudson  County  (entire  SMSA) 

Newark,  N.J.  SMSA 

Essex  County 

Morris  County 

Somerset  County 

Union  County 

New  Brunswick-Perth  Amboy-Sayreville ,  N.J. 
SMSA: 
Middlesex  County  lentire  SMSA) 

Albany-Schenectady-Troy,  N.Y.  SMSA 

Albany  County 

Montgomery  County 

Rensselaer  County 

Saratoga  County 

Schenectady  County 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


1,355,000 

625,200 

1,397,100 

619,100 
713,600 


595,900 
460,100 
135,800 


648,200 

4,389,900 

62,800 

81,400 

6  70,600 

967,100 

130,100 

2,477,900 

514,700 

445,800 

68,900 

568,100 
425,900 
142,200 


,03  3 
190 


175 

I] 

156 


5  J 


,400 
,800 
,200 
,400 
,400 
,500 
,600 
.  '.  10 
,400 
,400 
,600 


1  .278,100 

48,500 

132,400 

617,900 

39,700 

19,200 

242,400 

178,000 


:,386 
64 
124 
114 
984 
516 
30 
248 


,  iOO 
,600 
.  200 
,400 
,700 
,700 
,400 
,300 
,000 
,000 


581,400 

415,000 

79,900 

86,500 


,988,300 
872,100 
394,500 
205,400 
516,300 


592,700 

793,200 
286,300 
55,600 
151,200 
145,100 
155,000 


2,296 
1,038 
3  ,  338 


92,367 

183 

6  9 

9,080 

11,999 

-  .  5  -  9 

67,885 

12,073 

11 ,700 

373 

9,519 
7,155 
2,364 

36,009 

2,357 

27  9 

1 , 6 1 

18,940 

10,493 

399 

748 

181 

16,755 

264 

2,042 

10,776 

,r, 

876 
2,701 


i !  ■■; 


2,169 

61 

3,755 

10,672 
8,651 


5,255 

10,278 
3,083 

3,151 
2,345 
1,699 


7,603 
3,184 
927 
1,192 
64 
2,236 


,.   i     H 

12,873 
28,052 
11,055 
4,858 


16,150 
9,009 

7,  141 


■  :J"  ,28  I 
158 
581 
15,391 
16,662 
16,078 
137,413 

19,510 
19,178 

3  32 

25,842 
22,374 


126,649 

8,098 

550 

560 

7,686 

60,671 

37,413 

9,915 

1,202 

308 

246 

57  ,912 
220 

3,573 
38,371 

1,226 

1  ,048 
10,409 

3,065 

45,426 

164 

205 

1,243 

47 

32,193 

8,000 

561 
2,792 


>1,596 
496 


28,297 
8,985 
5,127 
3,896 

10,289 


52,905 

53,899 

22,296 

2,500 

4,285 

22,996 

1,822 


15 ,110 
3,757 
4,865 
4,279 

2.  J09 


3,866 

2,977 

889 


5,076 

76,082 

158 

374 

8,646 

10,572 

1.891 

54,441 

7,840 

7,513 
327 

8,678 
5,873 

2,805 

40,670 

3.301 


19,938 

10,412 

2,470 

866 

■  98 

218 

13.S77 

220 

1,434 

7,056 

41 

113 

2,366 

2,347 


!  I  ' 

889 

47 

17,938 

137 

1,766 

143 

1,608 

6,093 


18,038 
4,322 
3,891 
3,577 
6,248 


8,188 
3,980 

981 
1,  118 

473 
1,636 


40,387 
8,027 

23,043 
6,670 
2,647 


12,237 
6,005 
6,232 


5,782 
101,755 


6,651 

5,934 

13,976 

75,186 

11 ,508 
11,503 


13,777 
13, 199 


il ,587 


738 


185 

452 

4,578 

36,957 

26,831 

7,445 

320 

61 


43,447 

2.051 

30,549 

1,185 

934 
8,014 

714 

21  ,810 


13,812 

78 

6,109 

.]  !  5 
1,  163 

16,943 
16,602 


2,688 

9,635 
4,516 
1,099 
307 
3,713 


44,593 

45,620 

18,297 

1,509 

3,161 

22,473 

180 


1,089 
144 
106 


199 
94 
156 


3,38? 
3,30i 


300 

3,776 

170 


226 
443 


624 
147 
137 


16.94 
20.59 
20.08 
17.86 
6.81 


27.10 
19.58 
52.58 


123.58 

55.46 

37.91 

43.02 

4.82 

45.49 
52.53 
24.39 

62.28 
42.44 
16.08 
25.00 
43.82 
66.20 
81.94 
241.24 


4.54 
26.99 
62.  10 
30.88 

54  .  58 
4  2.94 

17.  22 

19.04 

2.54 

1.65 
10.87 

0.05 
62.31 

7.27 
32.22 
29.53 

9.83 


6.21 
13.87 


14.23 
10.30 
13.00 
18.97 
19.93 


67.95 

77.88 
44.96 
28.34 
158.48 

11.75 


.7  SI 
269 
601 
703 
163 


If. 
147 


li ,494 

14  i 

1,615 

7,199 

74 

2,462 


1,037 
1,037 


4,033 
581 


i 
708 


3,181 
268 
186 


317 

402 

2,027 

1,049 

394 


3  23 
!8 


149 
660 


46,814 
8,214 

16,202 
6,469 

15,929 


5,012 

4,523 

489 


263 

6,359 

11,095 

688 

49,477 

2,569 
2-563 


9,333 
2,891 


967 

,  5  50 


5  5  1 

14,815 

305 

236 

41  I 

4.876 


8  ,  206 

7,092 

394 


23,531 
12,864 

2,796 
949 

6,922 


5,443 

2,800 

388 

632 

265 

1,358 


8,025 
15,455 


4,845 

4,413 

432 


65,367 

199 

6,169 

10,152 

6  ," 

48,170 

2,569 

2,563 
6 


,225 
579 


130 

7,018 

9 

8  7 'J 

•1,887 

41 

31 

625 

,  I- 

14,457 
305 
203 

.  "18 

4.718 

6,  J43 

9 

1,913 


,  !  9  5 
,111 
370 
7  }   I 


757 


4,521 

4,844 

2,210 

388 

632 

260 

1,354 


1  ,605 
189 


167 
110 
57 


190 
94  J 


792 
88 


601 

:  1  ■; 
235 

H. 


•I 

590 


13.95 
13.  14 
11  .60 
10.45 
22.32 


3.23 

9.48 
11.47 


1.01 
3.93 

0.25 

6.54 
3.03 


■ 
10.  18 
6.33 
2.19 


0.  19 

7.31 


1.03 

!  .  6  1 


0.30 
7.95 

2.51 

14.  11 
17.09 
4.93 
8.32 


14.75 
7.09 


6.86 
9.78 
6.98 
4.18 
1.83 
8.76 
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Table  12.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and  Sanitation 
Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities  in  74  Major  SMSA's  and  Their  County  Areas:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77— Continued 

(Dollar  amounts,  except  per  capita,  in  thousands) 


SMSA  and  county  area 


Population, 

1976 
(estimated ] 


Sanitation  other  than 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


;t   expenditure 


Current 
3pe ration 


Capital  outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


Per 
capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct   expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Per 

capita, 

total 

direct 

expend- 

i  ture 


Buffalo,  N.Y.  SMSA 

Erie  County 

Niagara  County 

Nassau-Suffolk,  N.Y.  SMSA 

Nassau  County 

Suffolk  County 

New  York,  N.Y. -N.J.  SMSA 

New  York  City,  N.Y 

Putnam  County,  N.Y 

Rockland  County,  N.Y 

Westchester  County,  N.Y 

Bergen  County,  N.J 

Rochester,  N.Y.  SMSA 

Livingston  County 

Monroe  County 

Ontario  County 

Orleans  County 

Wayne  County 

Syracuse ,  N.Y.  SMSA 

Madison  County 

Onondaga  Coun  ty 

Oswego  County 

Charlotte-Gastonia,  N.C.  SMSA 

Gaston  County 

Mecklenburg  County 

Union  County 

Creensboro-Winston-Salem-High  Point,  N.C 

SMSA 

Davidson  County 

Forsyth  County 

Gui lford  County 

Randolph  County 

Stokes  County 

Yadkin  County 

Akron,  Ohio  SMSA 

Portage  County. 

Summit  County 

Cincinnati,  Ohio-Ky .-Ind.  SMSA 

Clermont  County,  Ohio 

Hami lton  County ,  Ohio 

Warren  County,  Ohio 

Boone  County ,  Ky 

Campbell  County,  Ky 

Kenton  County,  Ky 

Dearborn  County,  Ind 

Cleveland ,  Ohio  SMSA 

Cuyahoga  County 

Geauga  County 

Lake  County 

Medina  County 

Columbus,  Ohio  SMSA 

Delaware  County 

Fairfield  County 

Frank  1 1 n  County 

Madison  County 

Pickaway  County 

Dayton,  Ohio  SMSA 

Greene  County 

Miami  County 

Montgomery  County 

Preble  County 

Toledo,  Ohio-Mich.  SMSA 

Fulton  County,  Ohio 

Lucas  County,  Ohio 

Ottawa  County,  Ohio 

Wood  Coun  ty ,  Oh  i  o 

Monroe  County,  Mich 

Youngs  town-Warren ,  Ohio  SMSA 

Mahon i ng  County 

Trumbull  County 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


1,320,900 

1,083,000 

237,900 

2,675,300 
1,396,600 
1,278,700 

9,526,700 

7,453,600 

70,700 

254,200 

878. 100 

870,100 

972,300 
57,200 

708,500 
86,000 
38,800 
81,800 

651,300 

65,700 

457,300 

110,300 

594,700 

154.700 

377,000 

63,000 


769,200 
101,000 
227,000 
302,900 
82,600 
28,600 | 
27,100 

667,000 
132,000 
535,000 

1,362,300 
110,300 
879,700 
87,600 
38, 100 
84,600 
130,600 
31,400 

1,960,000 

1,578,500 

68,600 

211,100 

101,800 

1 ,072,000 

49,800 

85,900 

859,500 

3a  700 

44,100 

835,600 
130,000 

87,000 
582,700 

35,900 

783,800 
35,800 

479,700 
39,000 

101 ,900 

127,400 

534,900 
289,600 
245,300 


14,970 
11,896 
3.074 

3,456 
3,180 

276 

52,387 
42,225 

211 
4,499 
1,327 
4,125 

21,655 
802 

19,330 
630 
132 
761 

2,614 

250 

1,681 

683 

8,728 

574 

7,725 

429 


12,339 

960 

5,052 

5,683 

644 


12,179 

1,984 

10,195 


5,495 

4,494 

220 

953 


I'. 


362 


4,026 
438 

54,041 

44,096 

3,322 

4,951 

1,672 

23,024 
369 
684 

21,468 
148 
355 

12,384 

2,179 

1  ,286 

8,570 

349 


18.723 

14 

15,437 

363 

1,357 

1  ,552 

6,980 
4,093 
2,887 


162,076 
105,707 
56,369 

137,204 
60,628 
76,576 

235,823 

163,763 

1,891 

5,546 

36,788 

27,835 

54,670 
2,855 

47,054 

1  ,328 

2,537 

896 

19,770 

358 

11,582 

7,830 

13,631 

2,749 

9,980 

902 


8,977 

967 

4,182 

3,258 

522 

48 

26,380 
4,321 
22,059 

56,420 
3,796 

39,566 
951 
390 
178 

11,231 
308 

60,715 

43.695 

4,415 

7,765 

4,840 

27,490 
412 
701 

25,431 
309 
637 

11,934 

2,096 

96  9 

7,796 
1,073 

30,278 

656 

22,659 

833 

4,759 

1  ,371 

8,948 

5,748 
3,200 


23,060 
18,323 
4,737 

25,478 
17,607 
7,871 

72,394 
48,680 
235 
4,009 
8,820 
10,650 

27,295 
605 

25,137 
814 
204 
535 

11,330 

203 

9,903 

1,224 

6,176 
1,382 
4,662 

132 


6,453 

878 

2,611 

2,633 

289 


12,738 

1,754 

10,984 

18,085 

657 
14,520 
723 
249 
168 
1,460 
308 

34,417 

29,078 

569 

3,634 

1,136 

15,950 

384 
519 
14  691 
170 
186 

8,011 
1,859 

815 
5,117 

220 

16,339 

449 

12,919 

383 

1  ,301 

1,287 

6,290 
3,398 
2,892 


138,562 
87,004 
51,558 

110,544 
42,840 

67,704 

162,585 

115,076 

1,656 

1,361 

27,850 

16,642 

25,669 

1  ,050 

21,414 

514 

2,333 

358 

8,382 

100 

1,679 


1,555 
450 
217 


11,281 
2,056 
9,225 

37,479 

3,122 

24,345 

215 
132 

9,665 


24,684 
13,397 
3,833 
3,895 
3,559 

11,379 

15 

169 

10,619 
139 
437 

2,003 
173 
104 


13,128 
207 


443 
,  176 


2,104 

1,868 

236 


454 
380 


1,706 

1  ,200 

503 


876 

95 


,361 
511 


1,614 
1,220 


236 
145 


1,767 
39 


522 

7 


554 

482 

72 


122.70 

97.61 

236.94 

51.29 
43.41 
59.89 


41.90 
31.99 

56.23 

49.91 
66.4  1 
15.44 
65.39 
10.95 

30.35 

5.45 

24.37 

70.99 

17.77 


11.67 

9.57 


10.76 
6.32 


39.55 
32.73 


41.42 
34.42 
44.98 
10.86 
10.24 

2.10 
86.00 

9.81 

30.98 
27.68 
64.36 
36.78 

47.54 

25.64 
8.27 
8.  16 

29.59 
9.45 

14.44 

14.28 
16.  12 
11.  14 
13.38 
29.89 

38.63 
18.32 
47.24 
21.36 
46.70 
10.76 

16.73 
19.85 
13.05 


1,144 
536 
608 

6,018 
3,909 
2,109 

17,053 
12,760 

68 

334 

3,297 

594 

501 

11 

331 


2,018 

2,018 

1,016 

69 


310 
377 


1,151 
191 

528 
432 

2,862 
238 
433 

2,025 

152 

14 

3,764 
930 
644 

2,010 

180 

3,055 

98 

2,784 


722 
722 


15,862 
13,673 
2,189 

61,195 
39,930 

21,265 

301,421 

266,813 

520 

2,383 

19,902 

11,803 

16,181 
35 

15.303 
404 
139 
300 

6,027 
340 

4.412 
1,275 

10,920 

1,724 

8,670 

526 


974 
966 
,171 
,378 
291 
110 
58 


9,972 

13,828 
120 

11,547 
193 

641 
1  ,327 


28.837 

27,119 

1 

1  ,291 
426 

13,691 
239 
805 

12,465 

172 
10 


914 

770 

9,437 

204 

9,386 
132 

8,205 

37 

602 

410 

2,369 
1,273 
1,096 


15,479 
13,342 
2,137 


11,383 

286,525 

254,228 

436 

2,368 

18,490 

11,003 

14,280 

35 

13,596 

260 

139 
250 

4,915 
276 

3,930 
709 

8  275 

1,599 

6,223 

453 


,401 
868 
,980 

159 

291 

51 


4,791 
14 

4  ,777 

12,063 

120 

9,818 

187 


640 
1,298 


27,497 

25,802 

1 

1,269 

425 

12,870 
121 
340 

12,227 

172 

10 

10,373 
889 


202 

9,186 

132 

8,006 

37 

601 

410 

2 ,  302 
1,27  2 
1  ,030 


383 
331 


20.384 
10,502 
9,882 

14,896 

12,585 

84 

15 

1.412 

800 


1,707 
144 


482 

566 

2  645 

125 

2,447 


5,  195 

5,195 

1.765 

1,729 
6 


1,340 

1,317 


465 
238 


200 
199 


12.01 
12.63 


22.87 
28.59 
16.63 

21.64 
35.80 


22.66 
13.57 

16.64 
0.61 

21.60 
4.70 
3.58 
3.67 

9.25 
5.18 
9.28 
11.56 

18.36 
11.  14 
23.00 
8.35 


9.56 
18.37 
7.85 
3.52 
3.85 
2.14 


14.97 
0.11 
18.64 

10.15 
1.09 

13.13 
2.20 

7.58 


14.71 
17.  18 
0.01 


12.77 
4.80 
9.37 

14.50 
5.26 
0.23 

13.55 
7.03 
8.85 

16.20 
5.68 

11.97 
3.69 

17.  10 
0.95 
5.91 
3.22 

4.43 
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Table  12.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and  Sanitation 
Other  Than  Sewerage  Activities  in  74  Major  SMSA's  and  Their  County  Areas:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77— Continued 

(Dollar  amounts,  except  per  capita,  in  thousands) 


SMSA  and  county  area 


Population, 

1976 
( estimated ) 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


Per 

capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

t  rom 
charges 


Dt  expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


Per 
capi  ta, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  SMSA 

Canadian  County 

Cleveland  County 

McClain  County 

Oklahoma  County 

Pol tawatomie  County 

Tulsa,  Okla.  SMSA 

Creek  County 

Mayes  County 

Osage  County 

Rogers  County 

Tulsa  County 

Wagoner  County 

Portland,  Oreg. -Wash.  SMSA 

Clackamas  County.  Oreg 

Multnomah  County,  Oreg 

Washington  County,  Oreg 

Clark  County,  Wash 

Al lentown-Bethl ehem-Easton,  Pa. -N.J.  SMSA. 

Carbon  County ,  Pa 

-  Lehigh  County,  Pa 

Northampton  County,  Pa 

Warren  County ,  N.J 

Northeast  Pennsylvania  SMSA 

Lackawanna  County 

Luzerne  County 

Monroe  County 

Philadelphia,  Pa. -N.J.  SMSA 

Bucks  County ,  Pa 

Chester  County,  Pa 

Delaware  County,  Pa 

Montgomery  County ,  Pa 

Philadelphia  County,  Pa 

Burlington  County,  N.J 

Camden  County,  N.J 

Gloucester  County,  N.J 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.  SMSA 

Allegheny  County 

Beaver  County 

Washington  County 

Westmoreland  County 

Rhode  island  State  Economic  Area  A 

(Providence ) 

Bristol  County 

Kent  County 

Providence  County 

Memphis,  Tenn. -Ark. -Miss.  SMSA 

Shelby  County,  Tenn 

Tipton  County,  Tenn 

Crittenden  County,  Ark 

De  Soto  Ccunty ,  Miss 

Nashville-Davidson,  Tenn.  SMSA 

Cheatham  County 

Davidson  County 

Dickson  County 

Robertson  County 

Rutherford  County 

Sumner  County 

Will iamson  County 

Wilson  County 

Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Texas  SMSA 

Collin  County 

Dallas  County 

Denton  County 

Ellis  County 

Hood  County 

Johnson  County 

Kaufman  Coun  ty 

Parker  County 

Rockwall  County 

Tarrant  County 

Wise  County 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


7h0,300 
45,300 

101,800 
18,800 

543,800 
50,600 

595,600 
50,600 
27,900 
32,600 
34,300 

422,800 
27,400 

1,108,800 
204,700 
549,900 
194,900 
159,300 

622,800 

52,200 

265,300 

224,600 

80,700 

635,100 

235,300 

343,900 

55,900 

4,822,300 
468,600 
296,800 
586,400 
633,200 

1,817, 100 
352,400 
475,300 
192,500 

2,306,300 

1,501,400 

209,000 

214,500 

381,400 


762,000 

45,400 

148,300 

568,300 

874,800 

744,200 

30,800 

49,300 

50,500 

760,900 
16,900 

454,900 
26 ,  200 
31 ,600 
69,000 
70,800 
46,100 
45,400 

2,585,300 
96,600 

1,423,600 
95,700 
51 ,400 
10,100 
55,200 
34,700 
33,600 
9,400 
753,400 
21,600 


7,597 

334 
1,165 


174 
7 


'■  1 

24,802 
2,509 

12,658 
8,054 
1,581 

10,597 

650 

6,184 

3,102 

661 

9,619 

6,  170 

3,138 

311 

97,811 
6,904 
6,605 
7,357 

13,077 

35,451 
4,789 

19.961 
3,667 

36,728 
25,890 

2,842 
2,753 
5,243 


1,894 

9,489 

8,771 
111 
607 


13,276 
465 
199 
1,  144 
799 
402 
443 

36,980 
1,871 

20,364 
684 
536 

446 
22  i 
201 

5 

12,592 

58 


41,045 
543 
498 
130 

39,659 
215 


67 
82 
222 

14,265 
99 

56,795 

3,364 

23,740 

27,858 

1,833 

14,562 

460 

7,331 

6,175 

596 

9,265 
5,905 

3,157 
203 

128,771 

6,735 
17,692 

6,376 
13,903 
62,108 

3,519 
15,181 

3,257 

36,737 
26,672 
3,372 
2,663 
4,030 


37,939 
7,547 
2,  124 


23,393 

22,433 

248 

664 


44.836 

41 

41,257 

378 

156 

1,923 

483 

282 

316 

79,464 

1  ,394 

37,322 

2,818 

2,959 

44 

168 

261 


34,145 
75 


4,705 
164 
478 
119 

3,853 
91 


222 
2,478 


20,473 
1  ,836 

11,639 
5,840 
1,158 

7,705 

431 

4,671 

2,051 

552 

5,264 
2,732 
2,334 

198 

60,930 
4,013 
4,129 
5,225 

10,496 

20,265 
2,650 

11,588 
2,564 

25,550 

18,452 

2,021 

1,726 

3,351 


6,670 
372 


35, 185 
379 


,549 
-869 


8,385 
40 

5,936 
378 
141 
918 
407 
249 
316 

21,351 

1,133 

13,922 

656 

294 

44 

159 

261 

129 

58 

4,630 


11,431 
67 

35,958 

1,450 

11 ,963 

21,885 

660 

6,744 

29 

2,576 

4,095 

44 

3,470 
2,648 

817 


65,228 

2.318 

13,529 

1,075 

3,150 

40,337 

738 

3,426 

655 

9,461 

6,829 

1,102 

910 

620 


31,234 
7,175 
1,432 

22,627 

17,738 

17,458 

157 

111 

12 

27,035 

26,499 


56,516 
233 

22,159 
2,162 
2,650 

1 

33 

29,274 


1,011 

124 


364 
78 


13  1 
15 


531 
525 


,613 
404 
34 


1,506 
131 
167 


1,726 
1,391 


106. 
106 


1,597 

28 

1,241 


53.99 
11  .99 
4.89 


2.40 
2.52 


33.74 
3.61 


51.22 
16.43 


27.49 
7.39 


14.59 
25.10 


26.70 
14.37 


11  .94 
16.92 

15.93 

17.76 
16.13 
12.41 
10.57 


49.79 
166.23 


26.74 
30.  14 

8.05 
13.47 

0.95 


.92 


6.12 
6.96 


30.74 
14.43 


29.45 
57.57 


10, 147 

4  97 

1,487 


173 
,333 


1,305 

1  ,051 
151 
370 
530 


5,206 
1,111 


1,401 
214 


1,700 
514 


72 
891 


1,453 
782 


5  2 
433 

39 
126 

24,003 
626 

15,774 
747 
380 


355 

."..J 
213 


9,154 
346 


,137 
434 


,943 

228 


3,059 
200 

1  ,816 
840 
203 

3,855 

1,367 

2,425 

63 

74,782 

2,337 

502 

7,847 

5,514 

49,660 
2,137 
5,448 
1  ,337 

17,747 


567 
,297 


6,829 

259 

1,078 

5,492 

21,598 

20,807 

250 

423 


96 
7,005 
385 
351 
598 
1,131 
4  93 
344 

36,229 
663 

26,727 
695 

'.  rX 

305 


8,638 

3  4  2 
1,  154 

6,746 

396 


228 
123 


3,350 

143 

2,126 


1,805 
607 
169 

3,359 

1,367 

1,929 

63 

73,329 

2,335 

502 

7,766 

5,039 

48,924 
2,0.3  5 
5,395 
1  ,333 

17.611 

15,215 

642 

553 

1,201 


6,4  90 

259 

1,078 

5,153 

19,283 

18,687 

179 

307 

!  ,(i 

9,558 
96 

6,864 
374 
237 
488 
796 
370 
333 

34,703 

568 

25,870 


83 
391 


34 
4  96 

496 


475 
736 
102 


2,315 

2,120 

71 

116 

8 

845 


114 
110 
335 
123 


1,526 

95 

857 
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Table  12.  Local  Government  Revenue  From  Current  Charges  and  Direct  Expenditure  for  Sewerage  and  Sanitation 
Other; Than  Sewerage  Activities  in  74  Major  SMSA's  and  Their  County  Areas:   Fiscal  Year  1976-77— Continued 

(Dollar  amounts,  except  per  capita,  in  thousands) 


Popular Ion , 

1976 
(estimated ) 


Sewerage 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage 


Revenue 

from 
charges 


Direct    expenditur 


Current 
operation 


Capital  outlay 


Construc- 
tion 


Per 

capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Revenue 

l'rom 
charges 


Direct   expenditure 


Current 
operation 


Capital 
outlay 


capita, 
total 
direct 
expend- 
iture 


Texas  SMSA 

i a  County 

Fort  Bend  County 

Har  ri s  County 

Liberty  County 

Montgomery  County 

Wal lei  County 

San  \ntonio,  Texas  SMSA 

Bexar  County 

Comal  County 

Guadalupe  County 

San  Lake  City-Ogden,  Utah  SMSA 

Da\ i  s  County 

Salt  Lake  County 

Tooele  County 

Weber  County 

Norfolk-Virginia  Beach-Portsmouth,  Va.-N.C. 

SMSA 

l]  ake  c  i  ty  ,  Va 

Norfolk  city,  Va 

Portsmouth  city,  Va 

Su  f f o 1 k  c  i  ty ,  Va 

Virginia  Beach  city,  Va 

Currituck  County,  N.C 

Richmond,  Va.  SMSA 

Charles  City  County 

Chi  terfield  County 

Goochland  County 

Hanover  County 

Hi   ico  County 

New  Kenl  County 

.in  County 

Richmond  city 

-Everett,  Wash.  SMSA 

K i ng  County 

Snohomi sh  County 

Mi lwauko  ,  wj    SMSA 

Milwaukee  County 

Ozaukee  t ounl  \ 

Wash  ngtun  Countj 

Waukesha  County 

Becausi  of  rounding,  detail  may  not 


2,392,100 
127,600 
80,200 

2,044,400 
38,100 
86,200 
15,600 


987,200 

918,900 

29,500 

38,800 

797,500 
116, 100 
524,700 
22,700 
134,000 


771,700 
107,600 
276,000 
106,800 

47,300 
223,700 

10,300 

592,000 

6,500 

107,700 

11,200 

48,400 

173,900 

7,300 

10,600 

226,400 

1,421,600 

1,153,000 

268,600 

1,407,300 

1,005,100 

65,400 

76,800 

260,000 


47.174 

1  ,  161 

799 

44,618 

194 

369 

33 

9,399 

8,642 

266 

491 

6,202 

1  ,461 

2,999 

159 

1,583 


24,317 
1,  160 

18, 195 

3,216 

679 

1,067 


16,087 
3,163 


41,229 

38,603 

2,626 

10,514 

6,883 

753 

584 

2,294 


177, 104 

2,096 

855 

172,055 

563 

1  ,485 

50 

22,743 

22,204 

173 

366 

9,446 
3,319 
3,838 
192 
2,097 


44.475 
1,876 

34,651 
1,053 
3,208 
3,687 


33,292 
11,303 


2,181 
5,896 


63,334 
50,826 

701 


49,851 
929 
748 

46,988 
223 
917 


5,607 
5,074 

173 
360 

5,664 
1,046 
2,742 
187 
1,689 


12,727 

492 

8,218 

1,053 

2,164 

800 


12,582 
841 


21,288 
2,06  9 

27,779 

24,456 

452 

617 

2,254 


123,816 
1,135 


122,111 
469 


3,120 

1,725 
1,056 


1,376 
26,238 


711 
2,876 


20,231 
10,452 


1,935 
2,306 


20,191 

20, 191 


35,160 

26.094 

196 

360 

8,510 


,956 
340 


31  9 
313 


395 
276 

53 


74.04 
16.43 
10.66 
84.16 
14.78 
17.23 
3.21 


23.04 

24.  16 

5.64 

9.43 

11.84 

28.59 

7.31 

8.46 

15.65 


17.43 
125.55 


67.82 
16.48 


56.24 
104.95 
45.06 


.90 


45.00 
50.57 
10.72 


818 
361 
1,616 
242 
250 


4,269 
4,019 


1  ,566 

98 

864 


1  ,456 
37 


16,078 

15,089 

989 

302 
234 


22,908 

1,256 

305 

20,574 
252 
521 


10,072 

9,595 

268 

209 

6,085 
554 

3,847 
133 

1,551 


12,181 
1,253 
3,910 
1.840 
1,587 
3,580 
1  1 


18,459 

16,934 

1,525 

23,293 

21,228 

391 

669 

1,005 


21,201 

1,011 

304 

19,265 
234 
387 


257 
170 

5,668 
535 

3,508 
133 

1,492 


11 ,474 
1,226 
3,644 
1  ,840 
1,587 
3,  166 
11 

6,664 
9 

274 


67 
5,  167 

16,792 

15,414 

1  ,378 

21,312 

19,275 

391 

655 

991 


1,707 

245 

1 

1,309 

18 

134 


9.58 
9.84 
3.80 
10.06 
6.61 
6.04 


10.20 

10.44 

9.08 

5.39 

7.63 
4.77 
7.33 
5.86 
11.57 


15.78 
11  .64 
14.17 
17.23 
33.55 
16.00 
1.07 

11.90 
1.38 
3.29 


- 

2.23 

4 

4.05 

49 

5.38 

- 

6.03 

- 

6.32 

248 

23.92 

1,667 

12.98 

1,520 

14.69 

147 

5.68 

1,981 

16.55 

1,953 

21.12 

- 

5.98 

14 

8.71 

14 

3.87 

add  to  totals.   These  data 


subject  to  the  sampling  variation  described  in  the  text. 


-  Represents  zero  or  round.-  to  zen 

Mncludes  prorated  amounts  for  certain  intercounty  local  governments; 
ige  data  Foi  Howard  County,  Md .  government  not  available. 


see  text  and  Appendi 


APPENDIX  A 


Adjustments  for  Intercounty  Local  Governments 


As  described  in  the  introductory  text,  data  for  the  following  intercounty 
local  governments  are  prorated  in  table  12  to  the  county  areas  involved.   The 
primary  county  area  of  each  intercounty  local  government  is  indicated  with  an 
asterisk  (•*). 


Intercounty  local  government 


County  areas  involved 


East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District1 


Metropolitan  Denver  Sewerage  Disposal 
District  l1 


Aurora  city 

Atlanta  city2 

East  Side  Levee  Sanitary  District1 ......... 

Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission1 . . . 

Metropolitan  Sewer  Board1 


Kansas  City' 


*Alameda  and  Contra  Costa  Counties, 
California 

^-Denver  and  Adams  Counties,  Colorado 

*\Arapahoe  and  Adams  Counties,  Colorado 

*Fulton  and  DeKalb  Counties,  Georgia 

*St .  Clair  and  Madison  Counties,  Illinois 

*Prince  Georges  and  Montgomery  Counties, 
Maryland 

*Ramsey,  Hennepin,  Anoka,  Scott,  and  Dakota 
Counties,  Minnesota 

•*Jackson  and  Clay  Counties,  Missouri 


1Sewerage  data  prorated. 

2Both  sewerage  and  sanitation  other  than  sewerage  data  prorated 
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APPENDIX  B 

United  States  Environmental  Protection  Agency  Outlays  for  Wastewater  Treatment  Facilities 
Construction  Grants,  by  State:   Fiscal  Years  1975 to  1977  and  Transition  Quarter 
July  1, 1976  to  September  30, 1976 

(Thousands  of  dollars) 


Transition  quarter 


Alabama .  .  .  . 

Alaska 

Arizona . . . . 
Arkansas . . . 
California . 


Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia. 
Florida 


Georgia .  . 
Hawaii . . . 
Idaho. .  .  . 
Illinois  . 
1  ndi ana  ,  ■ 


Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky. . 
Louisiana . 
Maine 


Maryland 

Massachusetts . 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi . .  . 


Missouri .  .  . 
Montana .  .  .  . 
Nebraska .  .  . 

Nevada 

New  Hampshi 


re  . 


New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 

New  York 

North  Carolina. 
North  Dakota. . . 


Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania . .  . 
Rhode  Island . . . 

South  Carolina. 
South  Dakota . . . 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 


Virginia 

Washington 
West  Virginia . 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Other 


1,937 

575 

13 

476 

9 

590 

1  1 

085 

11 

131 

161 

835 

19 

390 

,.l 

400 

7 

666 

16 

631 

47 

956 

34 

945 

10 

569 

10 

735 

100 

922 

43 

666 

26 

836 

9 

825 

28 

034 

25 

602 

25 

835 

43 

720 

65 

686 

llll, 

963 

32 

239 

1  7 

032 

32 

348 

8 

505 

9 

693 

7 

617 

13 

257 

94 

396 

4 

418 

252 

914 

29 

070 

3 

539 

97 

753 

14 

977 

36 

261 

84 

881 

7 

835 

19 

896 

3 

515 

28 

560 

86 

804 

8 

063 

4 

178 

69 

875 

3  ■ 

397 

7 

860 

32 

2  '■  1 

1 

533 

10 

412 

428 

569 

28 

125 

10 

645 

13 

791 

20 

528 

224 

867 

18 

961 

22 

682 

10 

614 

20 

896 

97 

624 

34 

599 

20 

029 

12 

205 

L08 

758 

50 

952 

J9 

556 

15 

494 

27 

411 

31 

177 

17 

309 

77 

709 

60 

496 

123 

812 

57 

415 

1  2 

681 

59 

085 

8 

680 

19 

299 

10 

791 

28 

989 

168 

969 

8 

294 

278 

640 

32 

113 

3 

594 

104 

867 

21 

644 

31 

633 

111 

435 

9 

889 

17 

392 

2 

335 

25 

153 

89 

468 

7 

747 

5 

221 

100 

117 

44 

837 

13 

099 

11 

732 

2 

837 

22 

375 

12,302 
1,801 
4,979 
4J445 

81,475 

7,946 
2J492 
8,854 
8,239 
59,493 

5,902 

8,174 

1,510 

45,620 

30,404 

13,094 

6,181 

10,396 

8,  716 
4,227 

40,944 
18,386 
50,416 
22,021 
8,061 

21,814 
754 

10,931 
1,822 
5,665 

58,160 

2,166 

98,923 

11,393 

985 

22,710 
3,652 
8,121 

50,908 
7,783 

8,002 
1,079 
18,341 
30,569 
4,  690 
2,867 

34,591 
13,878 

4,706 

22,552 

769 

5,554 


3,529 

577 

32 

366 

16 

857 

1  5 

850 

19 

684 

256 

575 

20 

673 

71 

550 

21 

234 

15 

064 

162 

426 

41 

875 

39 

114 

6 

495 

182 

836 

75 

200 

45 

105 

23 

289 

25 

057 

44 

005 

5il 

803 

83 

628 

86 

620 

201 

721 

78 

704 

2  3 

090 

68 

192 

7 

251 

T.i 

683 

5 

124 

22 

887 

214 

860 

7 

841 

554 

200 

34 

905 

2 

715 

188 

857 

27 

306 

45 

674 

1  ,■'> 

466 

27 

729 

.'il 

210 

4 

968 

41 

097 

108 

047 

17 

166 

9 

299 

98 

265 

12 

518 

1  7 

937 

88 

750 

2 

885 

19 

922 

Note:   Detail  may  not  add  to  totals  due  to  rounding. 

Source:   Federal  Aid  to  States  (U.S.  Department  of  the  Treasury). 

'includes  American  Samoa,  Guam,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific. 
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APPENDIX  C 

Employment  and  Payrolls  for  Local  Government  Sewerage  and  Sanitation  Other  Than  Sewerage 

Activities,  by  Type  of  Government:   October  1977 


I  tern 


Employees 


Payroll 
( thousands 
of  dollars 


Sewerage,  total 


Counties 

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 


Sanitation  other  than  sewerage,  total 


Counties 

Cities 

Townships 

Special  districts 


89.907 


8,463 
59,562 

3,532 
18,250 


132,782 


11,003 

114,230 

6,587 


962 


87,212 


8,  553 
54,811 

3,151 
20,697 


111,731 


9,215 

96,484 

5,222 

810 


Note:  These  statistics  are  estimates  based  on  a  sample  survey  and  are  subject  to  sam- 
pling variations  similar  to  those  described  in  the  text  for  estimates  of  local  government 
sewerage  and  other  sanitation  expenditure. 

Source:   Public  Employment  in  1977  (Bureau  of  the  Census,  Governments  Division) 
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APPENDIX  D 

Manufacturers'  Pollution  Abatement  Capital  Expenditures  and  Operating  Costs,  by  Form  of 
Abatement  and  Major  Industry  Group:    1977  and  1976 

(Value  figures  in  millions  of  dollars) 


SIC 

Industry 

Pollution  abateme 
capital  expenditur 
1  PACE) 

nt 
es 

Pollution  aba 
annual  cos 
including  p 
government 

lement  gross 
Is  (GAC) 
aymen*  s  1  o 
al  urn 

,.., 

nt 

Stand 
■  ■ r  i  or 

1  Perc 

ard 

0i 

l1 

Mil  1 

.  ■  -  L  1  , 

Total 

Air 

Wa1  er 

Sol  id 

lotal 

Ai  r 

Wat  er 

Solid 
waste 

PAI  I 

GAC 

PACE 

GAC 

1977. . 

3,5  36 

3  ,  532 

1,716 
1,798 

1,673 
1  ,ci99 

197 
135 

5,485 
4  ,539 

2,244 
1,888 

2,229 

.  *   '4 

1,012 
827 

2 
(X) 

!1 

(X) 

1 

1 

1976. . 

1 

20 

1977. . 

184 
208 

68 

103 

104 
98 

12 
7 

362 
346 

56 
58 

217 
188 

89 
101 

-12 

(X) 

5 
(X) 

8 
13 

9 

1976. . 

3 

21 

. . 1977. . 

5 

1 

2 

I  1 

5 

4 

2 

-38 

0 

1 

3 

1976. . 

8 

8 

(Z) 

(Z) 

1  1 

5 

3 

3 

(X) 

(X) 

3 

7 

22 

19  7  7. . 

37 

21 

1  5 

1 

75 

1  I 

46 

18 

-30 

15 

1 

1 

1976. . 

53 

9 

43 

2 

65 

9 

42 

14 

(X) 

(X) 

38 

6 

24 

1977. . 

60 

34 

19 

7 

73 

20 

19 

34 

18 

-10 

10 

5 

1976.  . 

51 

TO 

9 

1.". 

81 

2  7 

21 

34 

(X) 

(X) 

17 

10 

25 

1977. . 

12 
28 

10 
25 

1 

1 

2  4 

10 
8 

4 
3 

10 
1(1 

-57 
(X) 

9 

(X  1 

23 
14 

39 

1976. . 

9 

26 

428 

136 

261 

3  ' 

5  50 

134 

324 

92 

-12 

7  8 

2 

4 

1976. . 

487 

181 

27  9 

L' 

4  30 

124 

239 

67 

(X) 

(XI 

2 

4 

27 

1977. . 

8 

•1 

2 

30 

7 

6 

17 

100 

7 

9 

7 

1976. . 

4 

3 

1 

1 

28 

8 

7 

13 

(X) 

(X) 

2  5 

6 

28 

1977. . 

992 
942 

349 
320 

593 

577 

'15 

1,  238 

984 

536 

296 

685 

515 

217 
173 

5 

1X1 

(X) 

1 
3 

1 

1976. . 

2 

29 

1977.  . 

369 

168 

196 

5 

948 

601 

289 

5  8 

-16 

1 

1 

1976. . 

441 

237 

200 

5 

775 

466 

26  3 

45 

(X) 

(X) 

1 

J 

30 

Rubber,  miscellaneous  plastics  products.. 

. . 1977.  . 

37 

17 

14 

5 

74 

20 

19 

35 

0 

-8 

6 

3 

1976. . 

37 

24 

10 

3 

80 

22 

24 

34 

(X) 

(X) 

15 

6 

31 

. . 1977. . 

1  1 

2 

9 

(/  1 

15 

9 

5 

-3  5 

3  6 

48 

16 

1976. . 

17 

7 

10 

1 

1  1 

7 

3 

(X) 

(X) 

34 

17 

32 

1977.  . 

153 

105 

39 

9 

229 

145 

28 

56 

46 

19 

19 

15 

1976. . 

105 

82 

19 

4 

192 

123 

30 

3  9 

(X) 

(X) 

13 

s 

33 

1977. . 

911 

834 

627 
633 

250 
198 

5  1 

3 

1  .  i23 
896 

722 
576 

268 

230 

133 
91 

9 

(X) 

25 
(X) 

3 
3 

1 

1976. . 

1 

34 

92 

33 

39 

20 

166 

40 

73 

53 

26 

34 

1  3 

7 

19,  r 

73 

36 

34 

3 

124 

35 

53 

36 

(X) 

(XI 

9 

'I 

35 

1977. . 

100 

52 

42 

6 

141 

34 

50 

57 

45 

19 

3 

2 

1976. . 

69 

45 

118 

31 

38 

50 

(X) 

(X) 

12 

4 

36 

1977. . 

73 
58 

32 
23 

36 
31 

5 
4 

127 
1  10 

27 
27 

63 

51 

37 
32 

26 
(X) 

15 
(X) 

14 
5 

2 

1976. . 

2 

37 

1977. . 

82 

37 

39 

6 

234 

61 

97 

76 

4 

18 

1 

j 

1976. . 

79 

21 

54 

4 

198 

57 

84 

58 

(X) 

(X) 

•5 

1 

38 

24 

15 

9 

1 

47 

9 

23 

15 

-25 

2 

4 

2 

1976. . 

32 

11 

12 

9 

46 

9 

22 

15 

(X) 

(X) 

1 

3 

39 

Miscellaneous  manufacturing  industries... 

. . 1977. . 

8 

4 

4 

(Z) 

18 

5 

5 

8 

60 

-18 

28 

5 

1976. . 

5 

3 

1 

(Z) 

22 

8 

6 

8 

(X) 

(X) 

14 

10 

Note:   Totals  may  not  agree  precisely  with  detail  because  of  independent  rounding. 
sample  of  manufacturing  establ ishment s  and  are  subject  to  sampling  variation. 

(X)  Not  applicable. 

(Z)  Represents  less  than  $500,000. 

*Major  industry  group  23,  apparel  and  other  textile  products,  was  not  included  ,n 

level . 


These  statistics  are  estimates  based  on  a  probability 


this  survey  and  therefore,  is  excluded  from  the  U . S . 
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